Dec. 1, 1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. | [Vol, 62.] 99 
EEE 














PRACTICAL 


PATRIOTISM 


All Solicitors should bring 
to the notice of their 
clients a~ pamphlet 
bearing the above title 
explaining a _ simple 
scheme which brings 
within the reach of all 
an effective means of 
assisting their Country 
in the present difficult 


times, The pamphlet is 


issued by the LEGAL 
AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


of 10, Fleet Street, E.C. 4, 
and a free copy will be 


gladly sent on application. 











The Solicitors’ Journal 
and Weekly Reporter. 


(ESTABLISHED IN 18857.) 
LONDON, DECEMBER 1, 1917. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE ParIp tn ADVANCB: 
£1 10s. ; by Post, £1 12s.; Foreign, £1 14s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 








*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 


All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS. 


CURRENT TOPICS. . 0... cc.cccmcscccces 99 | WORKKEN’'S COMPENSATION 

PAYMENT THROUGH THE Post BOE T EGR Wiis cccccicevesccsccscsscecs lll 
CORRESPONDENOB cocccccccesccccecccs 102 | COURT PAPERS Sa 

By GRRE, BG. cp swedvccoccsccccase 106 | WINDING-UP NOTICES § .....,c0.sccccae 

A LEAGUE OF NATIONS ...........+-. 110 | CREDITORS’ NOTICES ........— 

SOCIETIES 111 | BANKRUPTCY NOTICES 

A MINISTRY OF HEALTH ...,....0.. lll 





Cases Reported this Week. 


Attorney-General v. McLeod 

Bovet v. Walter 

Bowden v. Bowden 

Ffennell’s Settlement, Re. Wright v. Holton 

Metropolitan Water Board v. Dick, Kerr & Co, (Lim.) 

Rex v. Garrett. Ex parte De Dryver 

The Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1858, Re. George Beresford 
(Sometimes known as George Tooth) v. Attorney-General, 
Marquess of Waterford and Others cited 

“The Libau ” 

The Petition of Right of Marconi’s Wireless Telegraph Co. 
(Lim.), Re 





Current Topics. 


A League of Peace. 

WE Are glad to call attention to the report which will be 
found on another page of the Rhodes lecture delivered by Lord 
Parmoor last Monday at University College on ‘A 
League of Nations After,,the War.’’ No one who is 
interested in the growing movement for securing some 
scheme of international organization, which will pre- 
vent the recurrence of such a disaster as that undér 
which Europe lies to-day, is likely to overlook the diffi- 
culties to be met; and these were not underrated either by 
Lord Parmoor, or by Lord Dunepin who took the chair at the 
lecture, and in his speech at the end raised grave doubts as to 
how certain current questions—notably the question of the 
‘“‘ Freedom of thg Seas,’’ a phrase which has a different mean- 
ing for different nations—can be solved by common agreement. 
But on the other side has to be put the general desire which 
will follow the war to find some means of avoiding recourse 
to force; and Lord Parmoor made a specially strong point when 
he urged the ratable reduction of armaments as the most likely 
means of enabling the nations to cope with the financial 
burdens which the war will leave. There is now, too, the 
accession of Lord LanspowneE to the principle, and his striking 
summary of the present position of the question in his letter 
to the Daily Telegraph of Thursday. 


The ‘‘ Leaflet’’ Regulation. 

WE preEw attention last week to the dangers incident to the new 
Defence of the Realm Regulation requiring certain “‘ leaflets ”’ 
to be submitted to and passed ‘‘ by the Directors of the Official 
Press Bureau, or some other person authorized in that 
behalf by the Secretary of State ’’ (ante, p. 90: in the last line 
but one of the regulation as there printed “‘on’’ should read 
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‘“‘or’’). It appears that there is probability of the regulation 


being materially altered, and it is unnecessary at present to 
say anything further about it, except to point out that violations 
of liberty of opinion of this kind are fraught with-equal danger 
to all persons in the State, for no one knows when he will be 
hurt by them, and in the uncertain future that lies before us the 
present regulation may prove a bad precedent. We are not 
impressed by the argument that a state of war justifies any such 
measure. It is rather the time for the fullest discussion of the 
real conditions resulting from war, which, as preyailing in the 
field, there is too much tendency to conceal. 


Peace and War Literature in America. 


Ir 1s interesting to note that the American Espionage Act 
of this year, which corresponds to some extent with the regula- 
tion just mentioned, has already been the subject of judicial 
decision. We referred to it recently in giving-an account of 
the War Powers of the President (ante, p. 52), but we have 
not seen the actual text of that Act or of the United States 
Trading with the Enemy Act. The former, which, it seems, 
declares certain matter unmailable, was passed on 15th June, 
the latter on 6th October. As we pointed out last week, the 
Constitution of the United States forbids any law abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the Press; and unless the Espion 
age Bill was altered at the last moment, the Act has a special 
proviso saving criticism of the Government. How farit goes in 
preventing discussion of war and peace we do not know, but 
in a recent case of Masses Publishing Company v. Potter it 
appeared that the postmaster of New York had excluded The 
Masses from the mail, andthis was complained of as ah infringe- 
ment of the right to publish. It has been held, however, that 
while, under the Espionage Act, the Government cannot inter- 
fere with the right of publication, yet they are not bound to 
allow the post to be made use of for the purpose of assisting 
dissemination. The Columbia Law Review for November, 
from which we take this informativu,says that a much more 
serious situation arises under the Trading with the Enemy 
Act, section 19 of which forbids the distribution by any means 
of matter declared unmailable by the Espionage Act. ‘‘ Such 
a statute,’’ it is said, ‘‘in effect makes impossible publication 
of certain classes of apinions, and raises directly the question 
of the nature and extent of the right. This question assumes 
unusual and vital importance, particularly at a time when, 
despite the fact that rash and violent statements are highly 
provocative, the right is most valuable, and its denial most 
oppressive ’’: an opinion, it will be seen, in consonance with 
the view we have expressed. 


Annuities and Income Tax. 


WE noricep at the time it was given the decision of NEVILLE, 
J., in Re Saillard (61 Soricrrors’ Journat, pp. 538, 544 ; 1917, 
2 Ch. 140), that a gift by will of an annuity ‘‘free of all 
duties’’ does not entitle the annuitant to have the annuity 
paid free of income tax. A similar decision has now been 
given by Eve, J., in Re Loveless (Weekly Notes, 1917, p. 343), 
where a testator directed payment to his wife of ‘‘a clear 
annuity of £2,000 during her widowhood,’’ and on her re- 
marrying a clear reduced annuity of £1,000. The matter 
seems, indeed, to be governed by the decisions in Wall v. Wall 
(15 Sim. 573), where an annuity given ‘‘clear of all taxes 
and deductions ’’ did not free the annuitant from income tax; 
and in Gleadow v. Leetham (22 Ch. D. 269), where a direction 
that “‘ a clear yearly sum ’’ was to be paid, ‘‘ free from all deduc- 
tions and abatements whatsoever,’’ was equally inefficacious. 
Not unnaturally, Eve, J., considered that he would be depart- 
ing from a well-established rule were he to hold that the 
addition of the word ‘‘clear’’ to the annuity was of itself suf- 
ficient to carry with it the additional gift of the income tax 
thereon. It seems that this is the first case in which the word 
“‘clear’’ has been used alone to qualify the annuity; but it 
does nob appear to have any greater force than “free of all 
deductions,’’ or ‘‘ free of all duties.’’ If the testator really 
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means to save the annuitant from the burden of income tax, 
this can be done by expressly mentioning that tax (see Re 
Buckley, 1894, 1 Ch. 286), and the draftsman should bear this 
in mind, - 


Contracts and the War. 


Tue Question whether a contract, which war conditions make 
it impossible to perform immediately, is only suspended or is 
finally determined has arisen frequently in the course of the 
present war, and an important decision upon it has been 
given by the House of Lords in Metropolitan Water Board v. 
Dick, Kerr & Co. (reported elsewhere). It is a familiar maxim 
that lex non cagit ad impossibilia; but this, by itself, does not 
absolve a contractor from liability for non-performance, if 
the event causing impossibility could have been foreseen, and 
if, nevertheless, he has bound himself absolutely. But if the 
event is of such a character that it could not be reasonably 
supposed to have been in the contemplation of the parties, then 
it excuses from performance: Baily v. De Crespigny (L. R. 4 
Q. B., p. 185). Of such a nature was the event which occurred 
in the present case. Dick, Kerr, & Co. (Limitep) had agreed, 
in July, 1914, to construct two reservoirs for the Metropolitan 
Water Board, at Littleton, Middlesex, for £693,000. The 
whole of the work was to be completed within six years of the 
engineer’s written order to commence the operations. In 
February, 1916, when the work had been commenced, and a 
substantial amount done, the Ministry of Munitions, acting 
under the Defence of the Realm Acts and Regulations, gave 
notice to Dick, Kerr, & Co., requiring them to cease work, 
and a similar notice was served on the Water Board. The 
company contended that, by reason of these notices the further 
performance of the contract had become illegal, and therefore 
impossible, and that it was at an end. The Water Board 
claimed in the action a declaration that it was still in existence. 
A clause of the contract provided that the Water Board’s 
engineer might allow extension of time if there was delay due to 
certain causes, such as unusual inclemency of weather or 
strikes ; but the House of Lords, affirming the Court of Appeal, , 
who had reversed Bray, J.(61 Sottcrtors’ JourNnaL, 351), held 
that the event which had stopped the work was not within this 
clause, and that the delay thereby caused had so fundamentally 
changed the conditions of the contract as to bring it to an end, 
and not merely to suspend it. This is already recognized as 
the rule in the case of ordinary commercial contracts, such as 
contracts for sale. The present decision applies it to contracts 
for the construction of permanent works. 

Trusts for Conversion. 

Ir 1s well settied that, in order to attract the equitable doc- 
trine of conversion, and effect a notional change of real into 
personal estate, or vice versd, there must be an imperative 
trust for conversion. A testator or settlor cannot produce this 
result by a mere declaration that realty shall pass as personalty. 
He cannot, said Parker, J., in Ré Walker (1908, 2 Ch., p. 
763), ‘‘make his personalty devolve or pass for the same 
estates and interests as if it were realty without creating any 
such imperative trust.’’ But a question as to the trust being 
really imperative arises when the conversion is made to depend 
on the request or consent of a specified person. It appears to be 
generally assumed that such request or consent is not of the 
essence of the matter, and does not detract from the imperative 
nature of the trust. This has been held to be the case where 
the conversion is to take place with a specified consent.. The re- 
quirement of consent ‘‘ makes no manner of difference ; for upon 
a convenient purchase being proposed, the Court would have 
taken on themselves to judge thereof, and, without some 
reasonable objection made, would have ordered the money 
be laid out in it’’: Lechmere v. Earl of Carlisle (3 P. Wms., 


p. 219). And in Wrightson v. Macaulay (4 Hare, p- 


497), Wicram, V.C., said he required no authority for such 
a proposition ; though in Stead v. Newdegate (2 Mer., p. 530), ~ 
Grant, M.R., appears to havs been of a contrary opinion, am 
to have considered that a requirement of a previous request). 
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or of consent and approbation, would make a difference in 


the nature of the trust for conversion. As between request 
and mere consent, the requirement of request seems to be 
the more opposed to imperative conversion ; yet in Thornton 
v. Hawley (10 Ves. 14) it was held not to prevent the notional 
conversion of money, which was to be laid out in land, into 
real estate. The question has been before Nevitte, J., in Re 
Ffennell’s Settlement (reported elsewhere), and, in a considered 
judgment, he has held, in accordance with the above doctrine, 
that the requirement of the consent of husband and wife during 
their joint lives, and of the survivor, does not prevent a trust 
for sale in a marriage settlement from operating as a conver- 
sion of real estate into personalty. 


Letters in Invisible Ink, 


ScHOOLBOYS OF years gone by used to amuse themselves by 
writing letters to each other in sympathetic inks, which only 
became visible on the application of heat or some chemical pre- 
But this amusement is not consistent with the 
usages of warfare, and we have accordingly, in the Regulations 
for the Defence of the Realm, reg. 24a, the following provi- 
sion: ‘‘ If any person sends from the United Kingdom, whether 
by post or otherwise, any letter or document containing any 
written matter which is not visible or legible unless the medium 
in which it is written is subjected to heat or some other treat- 
ment, he shall be guilty of an offence under these Regulations ”’ ; 
and he is thus liable to be tried before a court of summary juris- 
diction, and, if convicted, liable to six months’ imprisonment, 
with or without hard labour. Two men, the proprietor of a 
boarding-house and a Japanese sailor, were charged under the 
foregoing Regulation with sending a letter from England which 
required chemical treatment to make the writing visible. A 
chemist in the Intelligence Department of the War Office 
proved that the letter at first sight seemed practically blank, 
but after treatment the writing shewed up. He also said that 
invisible ink had been largely used during the war. The 
magistrate, though he observed that the letter seemed perfectly 
innocent, passed the severe sentence of three months’ hard 
labour on both defendants. We can well imagine that many 
persons are not well acquainted with the Regulations, which, 
we must be forgiven for saying, enact much new law in a very 
uninviting form; but ignorance of the law is, of course, no 
excuse, and, having regard to the energy of our enemy in all 
matters relating to espionage, we cannot afford to be influenced 
by a few cases of apparent hardship. 

¢ 
The Imprisonment of the Insolvent Poor. 


Nor many years have elapsed since a Select Committee re- 
ported in favour of the maintenance of the right of a judgment 
creditor to apply for an order of committal against the judg- 
ment debtor, under the Debtors Act, 1869; but many persons 
are of opinion that this right, as enforced by the county courts, 
presses hardly on the working classes, and encourages the 
giving of credit to an extent which is undoubtedly mischievous. 
One reason for thinking that a discussion of the subject is likely 
to be renewed is the enormous increase in the number of those 
who now or hereafter may come under the description of 
soldiers in the Regular Forces. By section 144 of the Army 
Act, 1881, a soldier of the Regular Forces shall not be liable 
to be taken out of Her Majesty’s service by any process, exe- 
cution, or order of any court of law, or otherwise, (4) on 
account of any debt where the amount exeeeds £30, 
over and above all costs of suit. This enactment, it is true, 
leaves the soldier liable to be taken in execution for any. debt 
less in amount than £30; but we understand that since the 
outbreak of the war the county court judges have, in the exer- 
cise of their discretion, refused to grant orders of committal 
against soldiers where the debt due from them is less than £30. 
In any view, if a large proportion of our citizen soldiery are 
to be excluded from the operation of the Act, it will strengthen 
the argument# against the continuance of a law which gives 
the creditors of the insolvent poor a sharp and harassing remedy 


for the recovery of their debts. These arguments—the fact 
that the money recovered from the debtor is often borrowed 
from relatives or friends, that the creditor is sometimes a 
moneylender, or a travelling pedler who has persuaded the 
wife of a workman to purchase articles of clothing at an extra- 
vagant. price—need not be repeated. There is little doubt 
that upon some future amendment of the bankruptcy law the 
power to imprison a debtor for non-payment of his debt will 
be removed from the Statute Book. 








Payment Through the Post. 


PayMENT of money through the post is so usual that it is safe 
to say that in a large number of cases this is the course which 
the créditor expects to be followed. At the same time it is 
the settled rule that a debtor, unless it has been otherwise 
agreed, must seek out hiscreditor and pay him where he happens 
to be, provided this is within the realm. ‘In cases, it is said in 
Sheppard’s Touchstone (p. 136), where there is no place fixed 
for the doing of the thing contained in a condition, then “‘ if 
the thing to be done be a corporal service, as to pay money, or 
any such like thing, the party that is to do it must, at his 
peril, seek out the person to whom it is to be done, if he be 
infra regnum Angliae; but if he be not within the kingdom, he 
is not bound to seek him, and yet the condition is not 
broken ’’: see Thorn v. City Rice Mills (40 Ch. D. 357), where 
this passage was quoted and adopted by Nortu, J. And the 
rule was recognised recently by Eve, J., in Fowler v. Midland 
Electric Corporation (1917, 1 Ch. 531; in C. A. dhid, p. 656). 

Thus, as regards payment through the post, the question 
whether this method of payment has been adopted by the 
parties, so as to throw the risk of loss upon the creditor, de- 
pends on whether there has been an agreement to that effect 
between them. In Pennington v. Crossley & Son (77 L. T. 43) 
the plaintiff, a wool merchant at Bradford, on 10th December, 
1893, sold wool to the defendants, and on the same day for- 
warded an invoice. On 24th December the defendants posted 
at Halifax a crossed cheque for £503, and sent with it a form 
of receipt. The cheque did not reach the plaintiff, but came 
into the hands of a stranger, who forged the plaintiff’s en- 
dorsement, opened with the cheque an account at a bank, drew 
out £200, and then disappeared. The action was brought by 
the plaintiff for the price of the wool, and it appeared from 
the evidence that for some twenty years the plaintiff and the 
defendants had had similar transactions, and payments by 
the defendants were always made by cheques sent by post with 
the form of receipt enclosed. At the trial at the Leeds 
Assizes, GRANTHAM, J., drew the inference that the course of 
dealing shewed an agreement between the parties that pay- 
ment should be made by crossed cheque sent in this manner. 
He held that the defendants’ plea of payment was proved, 
and he gave judgment for them; that is, the risk as from the 
time of posting was on the plaintiff. 

But the Court of Appeal (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Surra 
and Ricsy, L.JJ.) arrived at a different decision. It was said 
that the test was whether the plaintiff had requested that pay- 
ment should be made to him in this way. This, indeed, had 
been laid down by the same tribunal in Norman v. Ricketts 
(3T.L. R. 182, Lord Esuer, M.R., and Linpiey and Lopes, 
L.JJ>), though it was there pointed out that an express re- 
quest was not necessary; it was sufficient if a request could 
reasonably be inferred. Hence, where a London tradesman 
wrote to a customer in the country and asked for ‘‘ the favour 
of a cheque within a week,’’ this was properly treated by the 
customer as a request to send the cheque by post. But in 
Pennington v. Crossley (supra) there had been no such express 
request as to the mode of payment. There was simply the 
habit of the defendants to send payment by cheque through 
the post, and the regular acceptance of this by the plaintiff 





as payment, so long as the cheque did not go astray. But 
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the Court of Appeal declined to infer from this course of 


on the part of the creditor that payment 
It was simply a convenient method of 
and was satisfactory as long as all went 


dealing a request 
should be thus made. 
settling transactions, 


well. But by simply acquiescing, he did not, as Riesy, L.J., 
said, bind himself to run the risk of loss of the cheque in the 
post. 


has been raised in an interesting form 
in Mitchell-Hlenry v. Norwich Union Life Insurance Society 
(Weekly Notes, 1917, p. 346; Times, 15th November), before 
BaituHacne, J. The plaintiff had payment of £48 5s. 8d. 
to make to the defendant society on account of a mortgage 
debt. A notice asking payment was sent to him, and 
concluded : ‘‘ Please return this notice when remitting.’’ He 
posted to the society’s offices, in Southampton-street, Holborn, 
a registered postal packet containing the amount due in Trea- 
sury notes and cash. The postman delivered the letter tg the 
lift-boy, who gave a receipt for it and then stole the money. 
The boy was in the service of the landlord of the house in 
which the society’s office was situate, and not in the service 
of the society ; but nothing appears to have turned upon this. 
If payment in this way was made in pursuance of a request 
by the society, the learned Judge seems to have assumed that 
de ‘livery of the letter to the lift-boy was sufficient. At a sub- 
seque nt date the soc iety placed on some of their notices the 
following note: ‘‘ All cheques, money orders, and postal orders 
should be crossed and made payable to ‘ Norwich Union Life 
Insurance Society or order.’ Cash, bank notes, and Treasury 
notes should be sent per prepaid registered post.’ But there 
notice sent to the plaintiff. 

On the construction of this notice, the learned Judge held 
that, apart from the word “‘ remitting,’’ it was a request to 
pay at the office, and not through the post. At the same time, 
it required very little to raise an implication of a request to 
pay through the post, and, he that the word 
‘‘remitting’’ was sufficient for this purpose. But there re- 
mained the question how the remittance was to be made. In 
the cases referred to above, the payment was by crossed cheque, 
and this, of course, is the manner in which payments of sub- 
stantial amounts are usually made; and Bartnmacue, J., 
pointed out that it was not the ordinary course of business to 
send such a large sum as £48 5s. 8d. in Treasury notes through 
the post. Nor did he consider that the case was altered by 
the note which the society had put upon some of their applica- 
Apart from the point that this note was intro 
he regarded it as confined to cases where 
the sum to be paid was such as to make payment in Treasury 
notes suitable. It did not authorize payment through the 
post in that form of so large a sum as the present A person, 
in making a payment through the post, probably does not often 
consider whether he is transferring any possible risk to the 
creditor; but to insure this result he must have a request, 
express or implied, from the creditor to send payment in that 
way ; and, as this decision shews, he must send the amount in 
a form suitable for postal transit. 


The same question 


for 


was no such note on the 


considered 


tion forms. 
duced at a later date, 








A curious provision of the United States Excess Profits Tax, says the 
I 


Times (26th ult., under ‘City Notes ’’), is that, while it is made to 
apply to the salaries of individuals, including the fees of lawyers, the 
salaries of Government employees will be exempt from assessment, on 


the ground that they do not derive their income from trade or business. 
If there is no capital, or only a nominal capital, employed by an 
individual, partnership, or corporation, the tax will be at a flat rate 


namely, 8 per cent. of the net income. From three « — which we 


have seen, showing the effect‘of the different taxes levied on the 
incomes of non-resident aliens and corporations, it would appear that 
the Act, though certainly drastic, has been very carefully drafted. In 


these three cases the amount payable by a foreign company, partner- 
ship, and non-resident alien, employing the same capital and making the 
same profit, is approximately the same, despite the fact that the number 
of taxes and the methods of assessment are different. The Act, which 
is applicable to income for the current year, is a very complicated 
measure, and requires to be carefully studied by companies, firms, and 
individuals drawing an income from United States sources. An ex- 

anatory book on the subject may be obtained through Messrs. W. P. 
Bonbrigkt and Co., 16, George-street, E.C. 


~ 





Correspondence. 


National War Bonds. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—The gentleman who wrote to the. Times has, I think, made 
a mistake. The Bank of England never requires a declaration of 
trust. 

Anyone can apply for National War Bonds im any names, and the 
form of application contains a request for transmission of divi- 
dends, on which the Bank will act. If the correspondent of the 
Times did not fill up the form properly, that is his fault. 

[It may be convenient to the profession to know that in a sale or 
transfer by an attorney acting under the Execution of Trusts (War 
Facilities) Acts, 1914 and 1915, the Bank of England require a 
statutory declaration in the terms of sub-section 4, of section 1, of 
the Act of 1914, accompanied by an attested copy of the power. On 
a request for transmission of dividends they only require an 
attested copy of the power. 

SADDLER. 

[ We are obliged for our correspondent’s letter. The reference is 
to a paragraph we reprinted from the Times, ante, page 96.—Eb. 
S.J] 








CASES /OF THE WEEK, 
House of Lords. 


METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD v. DICK, KERR & CO. (LIM.). 
23rd and 25th October; 26th November. 


Contract—Storrace or Works UNbDER THE DEFENCE OF THE REALM 
Acts AND ReGuLations—Contract RENDERED IMpossIBLE OF PER- 
FORMANCE—TERMINATION OF CONTRACT. 


By a contract made shortly before the outbreak of the war the 
defendants undertook the construction of two large reservoirs for the 
plaintiffs. The contract required that the work should be completed 
within six years at a cost of £695,000, and with the widest powers for 
the extension of time for completion in the event of delays arising, caused 
by weather, strikes, or other difficulties or impediments, which, in 
the opinion of the appellants’ engineer, might seem reasonable, “without 
thereby prejudicing or in any measure affecting the validity of the 
contract.” 

Work went on under the contract down to February, 1916, when the 
Minister of Munitions, acting wnder the Defence of the Realm Acts 
and Regulations made thereunder, gave notice to the parties to stop 
all further work, and to comply with his instructions as to the plant 
on the site of the works, under which a large portion of such plant 
was either sold to the Government or removed and used elsewhere. 

The Court of Appeal (reversing Bray, J.) were of opinion that the 
execution of the contract having been indefinitely suspended by a lawful 
act of the State, had become illegal and icmpanctiie of performance, and 
judgment was therefore entered for the defendants. The plaintiffs 
appealed, 

Held, that the case was governed by the decisions of this House in 
Horlock v. Beal (60 Soticrrors’ JournaL, 236; 1916,-1 A. C. 487) and 
Tamplin Steamship Co. v rae: Mexican Produc ts Co. (60 Soxicrrors’ 
JournaL, 209; 1916, 2 « . 397), and therefore the decision of the 
Court of Appeal was stoke 

Hadley v. Clark (8 7. R. 
principle to be followed. 

Appeal by the Metropolitan Water Board from a decision of the 
Court of Appeal (reported 61 Soticrrors’ JournaL, 351 ; 1917, 2 K. B. 1). 
Without hearing counsel for the respondents judgment was reserved. 

Lord Frntay, C., in giving judgment, said the question was whether 
a contract for the construction of waterworks between the Metropolitan 
Water Board—the appellants—and Messrs. Dick, Kerr & Co. (Limited)— 
the respondents—could be treated by the respondents as at an end in 
consequence of an Order of the Minister of Munitions that work under 
the contract should cease. Bray, J., decided in favour of the appellants 
that the contract was merely suspended, and he based his decision on 
clause 32 of the contract, which gave absolute power to the appellants’ 
engineer to extend the time for the completion of the works if circum- 
stance arose to delay the work, which, in his opinion, made an extension 
of time to the defendants reasonable. His lordship reviewed the 
contract, and said that it was obvious that the whole character of such 
a contract might be revolutionized by indefinite delay such as had 
occurred in the present case in consequence of the prohibition contained 
in the notice served on the parties by the Minister of Munitions, It 
was not necessary to examine minutely the authorities which had been 
referred to by the appellants’ counsel. The principle applicable to 
the question before the House had been often laid down and was well 
—— He would refer only to the judgment of Hannen, J., i 
Bailey v. De Crespigny (L. R. 4 Q. B. 150), and to that of Rowlatt, J., 
in Distington Hematite Iron Co. v. Possehl & Co. (1916, 1 K. B. 811). 


259) not approved as laying down the 
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Lord Camoys (20 Beav, 402, 404) was to the same effect, and in the case 
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The contract in the present case was for the completion of these works 
within six years from 16th August, 1914. The effect of the pro- 
hibition, that the works could not be resumed until, at all events, the 
greater part of the six years had expired, and by- that time all con- 
ditions as regarded labour and materials might be absolutely different. 
This, as Rowlatt, J., pointed out, would be “not to maintain the 
original contract, but to substitute a different contract for it.’’ The 
difference in opinion in Horlock v. Beal (supra) and in the T'amplin 
case (supra) was not so much upon principle, as in the application of the 
principle to the particular cases. The case of Hadley v. Clark (8 T. R. 
259) could not be relied upon as an autherity. In his opinion their 
appeal should be dismissed with costs. | 

Lords Dunepin, ATKINSON and ParMoor read judgments to the same 
effect. Order accordingly—CounszL, for the appellants, P. OU. Law- 
rence, K.C., Holman Gregory, K.C., and Joshua Goodland; for the 
respondents, Upjohn, K.C., Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., Sir Ernest 
Pollock, K.C., and Douglas Hogg, K.C. Soticirors, Walter Moon; 
Linklater, Addison, & Brown. 

[Reported by Enseine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. - 


Re THE LEGITIMACY DECLARATION ACT, 1858. GEORGE BERES 
FORD (Sometimes known as George Tooth) v. ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL, MARQUESS OF WATERFORD AND OTHERS cited, 

No. 1. 12th November. 

AcTION TO PreRpeTUATE TESTIMONY—PuBLICATION AND Use or Depost- 
mions—UseE or Depositions aT THE TRiIAL—WItTNESSES FoUND TOO 
/Inrinm To Give Evipence 1n Court—Orprer For RE-EXAMINATION 
MADE IN CHAMBERS—R.S.C., Orp. 37, R. 18. 

The evidence of two very elderly ladies was taken in 1913 with the in- 
tent that it should be used if a claim was. made to a certain estate. In 
January, 1913, the claimant commenced proceedings under the Legiti- 
macy Declaration Act, 1858. The defendants applied for leave to use the 
depositions at the trial. The judge found that the ladies, by reason 
,! their age, were prevented attending to give evidence at the trial, but 

irected that they should be Seenenienll The defendants appealed, 
asking that the depositions should be read and used, and the re-examina- 
tion of the witnesses dispensed with. There was a cress appeal by the 
plaintiff asking that the ladies should be required to attend in Court 
at the trial. 

Held, that as the judge in chambers had found that the ladies, by 
reason of the fact that one wags over eighty-two and the other about 
seventy-eight years of age, were prevented attending the Court to give 
yiva voce evidence, the depositions were.admissible as coming within the 
rule that where a deponent was still alive, and could be communicated 
with, previously made depositions by such witness were admissible 
only when sickness or other incapacity rendered the attendance of such 
witness in court unreasonable. The defendants’ appeal therefore must 
be allowed and the cross-appeal dismissed. 

Morrison v. Arnold (19 Ves., 669, 674) followed. . 

Decision of Horridge, J., varied. 


Appeal by the parties cited, the Marquess of Waterford and the trus- 
tees of the family estates, against decision of Horridge, J,, in chambers, 
that Mrs. White and Mrs, Vivian should be re-examined, and they asked 
for an order that the gepositions of the ladies taken in an action to 
——_ testimony of Anson v. Tooth, in the Chancery Division, might 

read and used in evidence in the present action, and that the attend- 
ance of such witnesses should be dispensed with. There was a cross 
appeal by the plaintiff asking that the ladies should be required to give 
viva voce evidence in court, Previously to the order being obtained 
from Horridge, J., leave to publish the evidence had been obtained from 
Eve, J., but he granted the application without prejudice to any ques- 
tion whether the evidence was admissible at the trial, the witnesses 
being alive and in good health. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., giving judgment, said that the claimant claimed 
to be the eldest son of the fifth Marquess of Waterford. The claim was 
wholly disputed, and proceedings were taken to perpetuate testimony in 
1913, and evidence of the utmost importance to the defendants’ case was 
given by Mrs. White and Mrs. Vivian. The question was whether 
the claimant, having commenced a suit for a declaration that he was the 
legitimate son of the fifth Marquess, these depositions were in the cir- 
cumstances admissible, or whether the claimant had, as he contended, 


of Bawsdale v. Lowe (2 Russ. and Mylne, 142) publication was refused, 
although all the parties consented to it. It was not material to con- 
sider Eve, J.’s, order beyond noting the fact that the depositions were 
published. It was a separate question whether the depositions ought to 
be used in these proceedings. The evidence was that, owing to their 
advanced age and infirmities, the witnesses were unable to attend. 
being so, the case was brought within the rules, and the Court of Appeal 
ought now to make the order asked for by the summons of the parties 
cited 
WARRINGTON and ScruttTon, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
—CounsEL, for the appellants, Hume-Williams, K.C., Ashworth James, 
and Bayford ; for the respondent, Colam, K.C., and Cairnes ; Pilcher for 
the Attorney-General. Soxicrrors, Farrar & Co.; F. H. Adams; 
Treasury Soltestor. 
[Reperted by Ensxine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re THE PETITION OF RIGHT OF MARCONI'S WIRELESS 
TELEGRAPH CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 26th November. 

PetITI0on OF Rigut—C.arm TO A JURY—DISCRETION OF JUDGE 

or Riegur Act, 1860 (25 & 24 Vicr. c. 34), s. 7—R.S.C., 

RR. 3, 4. 

The question whether a suppliant is entitled to have his petition of 
right heard before a judge with a jury is one entirely within the discre- 
tion of the judge. 


PETITIONS 
Orv. 36, 


Appeal from an order of Atkin, J., at Chambers. The appellants, 
Marconi’s Wireless Telegraph Co. (Limited), alleged that by an agree- 
ment come to between the company and Mr. Samuel, M.P., His Majesty’s 
“Postmaster-General, on behalf of His Majesty, they were to have 
certain payments and royalties for providing long-distant wireless in- 
stallations in certain specified countries, but in breach thereot the Post 
master-General had, by letter, repudiated the agreement, whereby they 
suffered damages. The petition having been presented, the suppliants 
applied in chambers to have the petition heard with a jury. The Judge, 
affirming the Master’s order, refused the application, being of opinion 
that he had a discretion, and that, in the circumstances, the case should 
be tried by a judge alone. 

Tue Court (Pickrorp and Bankes, L.JJ.) held that, assuming a sub- 
ject had the same right to a jury when suing the Crown as when suing 
an ordinary litigant prior to the passing of the Act of 1860, it was clear 
that the words in section 7, ‘* unless the Court in which the petition is 
prosecuted shall otherwise order,’’ gave the judge diseretion as to 
whether the trial should be before a judge alone or a judge and a jury. 
They also expressed the opinion that, on the merits the discretion 
(although it was not necessary to decide that point) had been rightly 
exercised. Many cases were better tried by a judge alone, and this 
was one of them.—Covunset. for the suppliants, Leslie Scott, K.C., and 
Stewart Bevan; for the Crown, Sir Gordon Hewart, 8.-G., Branson and 
Harold Smith. Souricrrors, Coward & Hawksle y, Sons, d Chance ; Soli 
citor to the Post Office. 

[Reported by Exsxrws Rarp, Barrister-at-Lew.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re FFENNELL’'S SETTLEMENT. WRIGHT v. HOLTON. Neville, J. 
30th and 3lst October; 16th November. 
SeTTLEMENT—TRusT FOR SALE with Consent oF TENANT FOR LirE— 
CoN VERSION—ELECTION. 

The requirement of the consent in writing of the tenant for life to 
avsale does not pre vent a trust for sale frown notionally ope rating to con- 


vert in equity the real estate into personalty, 
Re Lord Grimthorpe (1908, 2 Ch. 675) distinguished. 


Where no part of the real estate comprised im a marriage 
settlement made in 1886 settled on trust for sale, with the 
consent of the tenant for life, had in fact been sold when the 


wife made her will in 1908, referring to the ‘‘ hereditaments, premises, 
prope rty and estate” comprised in the settlement, and appointed the 
same under her power therein to her husband, “his heirs, executors, 
administrators and assigns,’ and died in 1916, four days after her 
husband, leaving no issue, 

Held. that the wife’s will was, in the events which had happened, no 
evidence of an election by her to take the property unconverted, and 
that it acc ordingly devolved as personalty. 





the right to require the attendance of the witnesses in.court in order, 
if possible, to shake their evidence by cross-examination, The ques- | 
tion really turned on whether the word “attend ”’ was limited to attend 
in open court to give evidence, because the Judge had found that neither 
witness was able to attend in court. He held, however, that despite 
their advanced years they were perfectly well able to give evidence 
fore a commissioner, and he ordered their re-examination before a 
suitable tribunal. It was settled practice that no order for publication , 
should be made unless it was proved to the satisfaction of the Court 
that the witnesses were dead, or so ill or otherwise incapacitated as to be 
unable to attend at the trial. In Morrison v. Arnold (19 Vesey, 669, 
674), which was a case of this kind, Lord Eldon said :—‘‘ After con- 
siderable research there is not a single instange except of a person sick, 
incapable of travelling, or prevented by accident; all the orders, but in 
excepted cases, stating that the witness is dead.’’ Biddulph v. 





Where property ts described in the dec isions as being ‘‘ at home,”’ these 
words only apply to cases where not an equitable title to the property 
only, but the whole property, legal and equitable, is vested in the 
settlor, and not to cases where the le gal estate is outstanding in trustees, 
and accordingly, in this last case, there is no resulting trust to the 
settlor, as land, but the property passes 

Pulteney v. Darlington (1 Bro. Ch. 222) applied. 

This was an originating summons taken out to determine whether 
certain real property settled on trust for sale with the consent of 
the tenant for life, which had not in fact been sold, devolved as 
realty or personalty. By a marriage settlement of 1886 certain real 
estate of a wife was assured to trustees upon trust with the consent 
in writing of the wife and husband during their joint lives and o} 
the survivor during her or his life, and thereafter at the discretion Oo. 
the trustees, to sell the same and invest the proceeds of sale, and pay 
the income of such investments, or the rents and profits until sale, to 


as pers malty. 


That 
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Mrs. Ffennel during the joint lives of herself and her husband, and 
then to the survivor, and afterwards, in default of children, which event 
happened, in trust for such persons as the wife should, when discovert 
by deed, and whether covert or discovert, by will, appoint, and in 
default of appointment, on trust, if the wife should survive the husband, 
which event happened, for the wife. The settlement contained a 
covenant to settle after-acquired property, with power to retain the 
same, but so that the property remaining unsold should be deemed to 
be personal estate and devolve as such, and in 1891 and 1895 certain 
copyholds and a certain share in freeholds became subject to the 
covenant. In 1908 the wife, by will, reciting the powers of appointment in 
the settlement, in the event of there being no children of the marriage, 
appointed the hereditaments, premises, property and estate, which at 
the time of her death might be comprised in or subject to the settlement 
to her husband, “‘ his heirs, executors, administrators and assigns,”’ for 
his absolute use and benefit, together with the residue of her real and 
personal estate. The husband died on the 3rd of December, 1916, and 
the wife four days later. There was no issue of the marriage, and 
no part of the estate had in fact been sold. The question was whether 
this property devolved as realty or personalty. 

























































Nevitze, J., in the course of his judgment, said ; The requirement 
of the consent in writing of the tenants for life does not prevent the 
trust for sale from being an imperative trust, and the settlement operates 
as a conversion in equity of the real estate into personalty. The wife's 
will in the events which have happened is no evidence of an election 
by her to take the property as unconverted, and in the absence of 
any evidence of such election on her part the property devolves as 
part of her personal estate. In the case of He Lord Grimthorpe 
(supra) it was held that at the material time in the events which hap- 
pened there was no enforceable trust for sale, and so the question of 
conversion or reconversion did not arise. Here the settlement itself 
shews that the property is intended to be treated as personal estate. 
Finally, on the death of Mr. Ffennell, the property was not “ at home ”’ 
within the meaning of the decisions, as those words apply only to cases 
where not an equitable title to the property only, but the whole pro- 
perty, legal and equitable, is vested in the settlor, and not to cases where 
the legal estate is outstanding in trustees : see Pulteney v. Darlington 
(supra). And consequently there was no resulting trust to the settlor 
as bed, the title of Mrs. Ffennell at her husband’s death being a title 

to personalty.—Counset, Hodge; Owen Thompson; H. T'. Methold; 
C. W. Turner. Soricrrors, Hammond & Richards; Carr, Tyler, a 
Overy; Taylor, Son, & Humbert. 
J [Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-Law.] 
: 


{ BOVET v, WALTER. Younger, J. 31st October. 
a DamMAces—RestrRictive CoveNANT—DItIrricutty or ASSESSMENT. 
\ The difficulty of assessing damages ws no reason for the Court not 


granting them. 
“ In 1876 one Walter sold a property called The Gables, and covenanted 
WA with the purchaser that an adjoining residence called Elmslie should 


not be used for the purposes (inter alia) of a boarding-house. In 1915, 
in forgetfulness of the covenant, Walter granted to someone else a 
licence to use Elmslie as a boarding-house for seven years. The plaintiff, 
who is the present owner of The Gables, which is a valuable property, 
commenced this action for damages against Walter for breach of 
covenant. The plaintiff gave no evidence that he intended to let or 
sell The Gables now or within seven years, and the Court found that 
no nuisance had been caused to the plaintiff by the use of Elmslie as 
a boarding-house. The plaintiff's claim was for depreciation of the 
selling or letting value of The Gables. Walter contended that it was 
impossible to assess the damages to the selling value, because the injury 
was temporary, and that no damage arose apart from the intention to 
sell. The plaintiff admitted that the property had much decreased in 
value in recent years. 

Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said : The difficulty of assessing 
damages is no reason for the Court not giving damages. The plaintiff 
has bought The Gables, with the benefit of the covenant, and presumably 
the price is enhanced by the covenant. During the seven years of the 
licence the plaintiff will own a property for which, under the conditions, 
he has given too much. The damage is at the maximum at the time of 
the grant of a licence, and diminishes in each year, and can be averaged, 
and the damages are assessed at £110.—CounseL, Hawke, K.C., and 
BE. G. Rand; H. Terreli, K.C.. and Dighton Pollock. Soxrrcrrors, Bond 
& Eldridge 8; Alfred Arche r. 


/ (Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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Crminat Law—Merroponrran Macistrates—Jurtsprcrion—Powrr 
Tro Remanp on Bar ror More THAN E1cut Days—MeErTROPOLITAN 
Potics Covrrs Act, 1839 (2 & 3 Vicr. c. 71), s. 36—INDICTABLE 
Orrences Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vicr. oc. 42), ss. 21, 20—CrrmaL 
Justice ApMinistRation Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 58), s. 20 














Under section 36 of the Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1830, metro. 
politan police magistrates have power to adjourn the hearing of a 
charge of an indictable offence, without any limitation of such adjourn. 
ment, in their reasonable discretion, and their powers have not been 
limited in any respect ‘by the Indictable Offences Act, 1848, or the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts, or by section 20 of the Criminal Justice 
Amendment Act, 1914, or any other legislation since the Act of 1839. 


Rule nisi for mandamus to metropolitan magistrate to hear and deter- 
mine, under section 5 of the Justices Protection Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 44), an information charging a Belgian officer named Charles Aughuet 
with attempting to murder the prosecutor on 30th July, 1917. From 
the affidavit read on behalf of the prosecutor on applying for the rule 
it appeared that the prosecutor, in the course of an interview with the 
defendant on 30th July, 1917, at the office of the Belgian Government in 
London, with reference to a domestic dispute between the parties, was 
in the course of it shot by the defendant and received serious injuries. 
Upon the prosecutor leaving hospital he obtained a warrant against 
Aughuet, who, on 2lst September, 1917, appeared at Bow-street. It 
was then shewn to the magistrate that the Belgian military authorities 
wished the case to be tried in Belgium by court-martial, and he 
adjourned the case for six weeks to allow the proceedings before the 
court-martial to be disposed of, and he admitted the prisoner to bail. 
The prosecutor objected to this course as he wished the prosecution to 
take place in the English criminal courts, and to prevent Aughuet 
being handed over to the Belgian authorities before the trial could take 
place in this country. Accordingly he applied for this rule for a man- 
lamus to the magistrate to hear and determine the information against 
Aughuet. It was contended in support of the rule (a) that the magis- 
trate, by adjourning the proceedings before him, prevented the prose- 
cution from taking place at all in England, as there was no power to 
bring the parties back from Belgium to this country ; (6) that by section 
21 of the Indictable Offences Act, 1848, the magistrate had no power 
to adjourn the hearing for more than eight days. On the argument of 
the rule it was contended on the part of the Crown, shewing cause 
against the rule, that the magistrate had exercised his discretion reason- 
ably, as all he had done was to allow time to ascertain the decision of 
the Belgian court-martial, and the English court still had jurisdiction 
to deal with the matter. The defendant had in the meantime been tried 
and acquitted by the Belgian court-martial, and the Attorney-General 
undertook that the defendant should not be allowed to go abroad pend- 
ing the adjourned hearing. As to the second point, that the magis- 
trate had no power to adjourn the case for more than eight days, it 
had been frequently in dispute, but it was submitted that section 29 of 
the Indictable Offences Act, 1848, expressly reserved the provisions of 
the Police Courts (Metropolitan) Act, 1839, and section 36 of that Act 
shewed that a metropolitan magistrate was not subject to the suggested 
limitation. , 

Dartine, J., having dealt with the facts of the case, said that in his 
judgment the Metropolitan Police Act, 1839, excepted the metropolitan 
police magistrates from the limitations on other magistrates, and subse- 
quent legislation had not restricted their powers. Nothing that had 
taken place at Calais could oust the jurisdiction of the English-courts, 
and it would be useless to make the rule absolute even if the Jaw re- 
quired them to do so; therefore the rule should be discharged. 

Avory, J., agreed, and in dealing at length with the point as to the 
power of the metropolitan magistrate to adjourn for more than eight 
days, said that this matter, which had been many years in doubt, 
depended on whether section 21 of the Indictable Offences Aot, 1848 (11 
& 12 Vigt. c. 42), applied to a case where the accused person was 
seanndel on bail and not in custody. This section said that if, from 
the absence of witnesses or other reasonable cause, it should be necessary 
or advisable, the justices might by warrant remand the accused from 
time to time as might be deemed reasonable, not exceeding, unless the 
person remanded and the prosecutor consented, eight clear days. It 
appears clear so far that the limit of eight days applies only to cases 
where the accused is remanded in custody, and the only question about 
it is whether the limitation applies where the accused is remanded on 
bail, it being held by some that the limitation of eight days applies also 
in this case. He did not intend to express a decisive opinion on this 
point so far as the section applied outside the metropolis, but he ex- 
pressed the view that outside the metropolis the limitation of eight days 
only applies to a remand in custody. The question in the present case 
was whether the limitation has any application in the poiice courts of 
the metropolis. He thought it was quite clear that, by section 36 of the 
Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1839, power was given to metropolitan 
police magistrates to remand an accused who is charged with an indict- 
able offence for a period exceeding eight days, and that there is nothing 
in any subsequent statute which repeals, either expressly or by im- 
plication, the power given to metropolitan magistrates by that statute. 
On the contrary, with the exception of the Criminal Justice Administra- 
tion Act, 1914, every section of the Summary Jurisdiction Acts recog: 
nizes this power on the part of the metropolitan magistrates, and this 
provision of section 36 is still in force. Reterenss ad been made to 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 49), s. 
24, empowering magistrates to deal summarily with certain indictable 
offences. This section clearly applies to remand in custody and does 
not affect the point in the present case at all. Reference was also made 
to section 54 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, but neither does 
this section, providing that sections 33 and 34 of the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1848, shall not apply to or restrict the operation of this Act, 
restrict or limit the power of the metropolitan magistrates. If any- 
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thing, it enlarges their powers rather than restricts them. The only; building in which both were held was looked to, then the persons 


section which creates any difficulty is section 20 of the Criminal Justice 
Administration Act, 1914. It says the period for which a court of 
summary jurisdiction may remand on bail a person accused of an in- 


dictable offence may, if that person and the prosecutor con- 
sent, exceed eight days, and™ accordingly in section 21 of the 
Indictable’ Offences Act, 1848, after the words.“ not exceeding,’’ where 


they first occur in that section, there shall be inserted the words 
‘unless the person remanded and the prosecutor consent.’’ It is quite 
possible that this section was only intended to operate in cases where 
the court of summary jurisdiction is dealing summarily with «indict- 
able offences ; but apart from this it is clear that, looking at the repeal- 
ing section of this statute, there is no inésention in section 20 to restrict 
any provision of the Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1839, and there is 
nothing which in any way limits the metropolitan police magistrates in 
their powers. For these reasons the learned Judge concluded that 


thes# magistrates had power to remand any person on bail who was | 


aceused of an indictable offence for a period exceeding eight days; 
that is, for such period as was reasonable in the exercise of their judicial 
iscretion. 

Sankey, J., agreed. Rule discharged.—Counset, The Attorney- 
General (Sir F. EB. Smith, K.C.), Travers Humphreys, and Branson 
shewed cause against the rule ; Patrick Hastings in support of the rule. 
Soticirors, 7'reasury Solicitor; Engall & Crane. 

(Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.} 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. McLEOD. Roche, J. 19th and 26th 
October. 
REVENUR—ENTERTAINMENTS TAX—DINNER AND CONCERT—ADMISSION OF 





Donors TO CHARITABLE INsTITUTIONS—LuMp Sum FoR ADMISSION— 
APPORTIONMENT OF Duty By CoMMISSIONERS—FINANCE (NEW DvuTIEs) 
Act, 1916 (6 Gro. 5, c. 11), s. 1, suB-sEcTton (1). 


Persons termed stewards were selected by the Royal Masonic 
Institution for Boys to procure donations. At an annual ‘‘ Anni- 
versary Festival’? a dinner and conéert were given, and speeches 
delivered, in.the course of proceedings at which the donations that had 
been obtained were announced. Each steward contributed to the expense 
of the festival by a subscription of one guinea if he did not attend, or 
two guineas if he did attend, one of which went towards the expenses, 
and the other gave a right to attend the dinner and the concert. A 
number of stewards who were thus entitled attended both the dinner 
and the concert, and the Crown claimed entertainments duty at the rate 
of 2s. per head under section 1, sub-section (1) of the Finance (New 


Duties) Act, 1916. 


Held, that the duty was payable, as the concert was an “ entertain- 
ment’? within the meaning of the Act. 


Claim by the Crown for entertainment tax against the Royal Masonic 
Institution for Boys, of which the defendant was secretary. To assist 
in raising funds for the institution an annual “ Anniversary Festival ”’ 
is held. Certain brethren and ladies, with others known as Lewises, 
are invited to become stewards, and to procure donations both before and 
after the festival. The amount-.collected is announced at the festival 
itself. The festival consists of a dinner followed by speeches and a con- 
cert. It was held on 21st June, 1916, at the Freemasons’ Hall. The whole 
amount collected goes to the institution, and the expense of the festival 
is met by the stewards or persons participating in it. A steward 
who does not attend the actual festival contributes one guinea to the 
expenses ; and no question arose as to this, but a steward who does 
attend contributes a further guinea, and ladies and Lewises pay the same 
sum. The number of persons who actually attended the festival was 
962, and entertainment duty was claimed at the rate of 2s. per head, in 
accordance with sub-section (1) of section 1 of the Act. Amongst other 
provisions of the section, sub-section (4) provides that “ where the pay- 
ment for admission to an entertainment is made by means of a lump 
sum paid as a subscription or contribution to any club, association, or 
society the entertainments duty shall be paid on the amount of 
the lump sum, but where the Commissioners are of opinion that the pay- 
ment of a lump sum or any payment for a ticket represents payment 
for other privileges, rights, or purposes besides the admission 
to an entertainment the duty shall be charged on such amount 
as appears to the Commissioners to represent the right of admission 
to entertainments in respect of which entertainments duty is payable.”’ 

Rocue, J., delivered a written judgment. He said the substantial 
question was : Was the festival, or any part of it, an entertainment, and 
was any, and, if so, what, sum paid for admission to an entertainment or 
to a place of entertainment’? It was admitted that a dinner was not an 
entertainment, as one did not go as a spectator or one of an audience. 
But it was contended for the Crown that an integral or important part 
of the festival was a concert, and that the several sums of one guinea 
were either not capable of division and allocation, as between the dinner 
and the concert, or ought not to be sodivided and allocated. The defend- 
ant contended that the duty was not payable, as the concert was a mere 
incident of the dinner; that there was no contract or obligation upon 
those who managed the’ festival to provide any concert; that the pay- 
ments were made primarily or exclusively for the dinner, and that the 
expense of the concert was insignificant and really negligible. The 


- room in which the concert was held, which was an entertainment, was 


different from the room in which the dinner was held. If the larger 


| for the Crown; Sir 





admitted paid the greater portion of their guinea for admission to the 
building because it was at one time, and in part, a dining hall, and a 
smaller portion because it was at another time, and in another part, a 
concert hall. The concert was an essential part of the festival, separate 
from the dinner, and the expenditure on it was not negligible. The cost 
of music, £51 10s., in the present case, is small compared with the cost of 
the dinner, £1,030, but it amounts to at least eightpence or ninepence 
per head of those entitled to enjoy it. The argument for the defendant, 
based on the absence of a contract to provide an entertainment fails, 
and if the money is paid in the expectation that it will secure admission 
the duty is payable. Sub-section (4) of section 1 therefore applies to this 
case, but it is the function of the Commissioners to determine what 
part of the lump sum represents payment for other privileges, rights, or 
purposes, and what part represents the right of admission to the concert. 
On this basis the Crown is entitled to recover the sum of £96 4s.— 
CounseL, 7'he Sclicitor-General (Sir Gordon Hewitt, K.C., and Giveen), 
Ernest Pollock, K.C., and J. C. Conway, for the 
defendant. Soricrtors, Solicitor for Customs and Excise; Stanley J. 
Attenborough & Co. 


{Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
—_™- ‘ ue 
° 
i/1V1SiION. 

BOWDEN v. BOWDEN. Horridge,J. 6th and 7th November. 
Divorce—Hvsspanp’s Surr—Cuiitp Born 307 Days arrer Last INTER- 
COURSE—ALLEGED ADULTERY—PETITION DISMISSED. 

The husband left the wife on 20th Dec., 1915, and had not had inter- 
course with her since that date. She gave birth to a child on 22nd Oct., 
1916, 307 days afterwards. There of the wife’s adul- 

tery. 

Held, on the particular facts of the case, that the wife 
committed adultery, and the petition was dismissed, 


In this petition Captain Ellis Campbell Bowden, R.A.M.C., prayed 
for a divorce from Dorothy Bowden, whose maiden name was Neville, 
on the ground of her alleged adultery with a man unknown. The oo 
was denied. Mr. Priestley, in his opening statement, said that the 
parties were married on 17th June, 1915, at St. John’s Church, Bethnal 
Green; they lived together at Worthing and elsewhere. The marriage 
was one of affection. In December, 1915, they were living at Aldershot, 
where the petitioner was under orders for Egypt. Neither he nor his 
wife desired to have any children till the war was over. On 19th-20th 
December the husband and wife slept together, and on 20th December 
the husband left Aldershot. The wife went to stay with her brother 
at Elmstead, in Essex, where three officers were also staying. Thence 
she went to stay with some friends at Grays. She menstruated there. 
On 19th January, 1916, she was at her father’s house at Worthing, and 
the suggestion was that between her stay at Grays and her going to 
Worthing she committed adultery with some man unknown. She gave 
birth to a child on 22nd October, 1916, which was a child of a normal 
period, and of which the petitioner alleged he was not the father. On 
10th March, 1916, the respondent underwent an operation for appen- 
dicitis, and the doctors then found that she was pregnant. On 20th 
March she wrote a letter saying that she was going to have a child. 
On 4th April the husband repliéd that her statement was absurd ; that 
he was a doctor and was convinced that nothing of the kind could ever 
have happened, and that it was a mistake on her part and impossible 
that she should be pregnant. On 22nd June, 1916, the husband joined 
the wife at Boscombe and saw that she was pregnant, and she said that 
she expected the child to be born in September. On 28th September, 
1916, she had a fail and went into a nursing home at Worthing. She 
remained there till 22nd October, when the child was born. That date 
was 307 days from the date on which the husband left England. The 
average period of gestation was 275 days, and the normal period was 
from 273 to 280 days. Counsel cited Bosville v. Attorney-General 
(12 P. D. 178-183) and Burnaby v. Baillie (42 Ch. D. 282). For the 
petitioner Dr. H. R. Spencer, F.R.C.P., M.R.C.S., M.D.Lond., 
examined by Mr. Priestley, said that he had been an 
obstetric physician for thirty years. The ordinary period of gestation 
was 278 days from the last day of menstruation. He had known a 
case of 307 days from what he had been told was the last day of 
menstruation. He did not think that the husband in this case could 
possibly be the father. Tumours in the womb might prolong gestation. 
The operation would not have tended to prolong the period of gestation. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Hawke : The case of 300 days was a reported 
case. He had known of a case of 309 days, as fixed by the woman, 
but he thought that she was mistaken. Dr. Griffith, of Harley-street, 
F.R.C.P.London, F.R.C.S., accoucheur of St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, 
said that he had practised midwifery for thirty-four years. A baby of 
6} lb. to 8 Ib. was quite normal. Cross-examined : The child was born 
without any normal difficulty. In cases of protracted gestation the 
labour would be slow. He had known cases of ten months’ children 
with normal delivery—that was, children said to be ten months on the 
patient’s information. It was possible for a woman to have a ter 
months’ child. For the respondent, Dr. Hinds, M.D., F.R.C.8., sur- 
geon to Worthing Hospital, examined by Mr. Willis, said that he had 


was no evidence 


had not 





106 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Dec. 1, 1917 








a large experience in midwifery. He was called in to see the respondent 
m March, 1916. He oper ited on her and found that she had a diseased 
appendix and was pre The respondent said that she did not 
think it possibk 1e told her she was pregnant. Dr. Everard 
Davis, M.R.C.S., al ¢ at Worthing, examined by Mr. Hawke, 
said that he | to see the ndent on 20th January, 
1916. Labor a ted, in his opinion, on 28th September, 1916, when 
he had removed the respondent to the home at Worthing, but it 
stopped illips, tl trician, by Mr. Hawke, said 
that he | three 298 days, the ond 
ot 36 days ( rhe I of 38 days, in each of which the husband 
had left the country for those periods. It was not impossible to have 
a ten months’ chi oss-examined He had no 1 the cases, 
and they years ag about seventeen years ago, and 
about six \ lhe evidence of the petitioner, taken 
on commission, Murphy counsel’s opening 
statement Mi pening statement, said that 
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fended } yur vould ! e | justih ul ranting a 
The respondent n by awke, that her hust 
the r of Y ( i ltect nate letters to ! n re ibsolutely 
faithful t any way 
Vas very ast vhen the 
told her tha he ing t a child 1 18th December 
her n i ded, and she had proper intercourse with the 
petiti i thet 19th December It was that she had 
had connectior he isl before marriage she had 
written gome pass! é tters to him which might 
Horripece, J., iv judgment, said: The only issu 
to decide } ndent committed adultery } 
case for the itioner f t rely on the fact that the child was 
47 he as last with his wife I am asked to come 
conclusion that the « was conceived after he had left her, and 
other man father. The medical evidence can be 
briefly vencer said that he had known 
thought that the information 
date of nception. These cases must 
by the women themselves. Dr. Griffith 
a ten months’ child was certainly not unknown, even 
Dr. Phillips said that he had known of three 
cases from his own experience of 298, 306, and 309 days, respectively, in 
all of which the husbands had left their wives at fixed dates In the 
circumstances I wished to see the respondent in the box In my view 
retarded deliveby, as Dr. Davis thought. I think the 
xtraordinary when she received her husband's 
aud a mistal« There was also the fall 
suspicious. I think it is a case of a rare kind, 
was postponed in an unusual way 1 think that, if it 
hould not ved evidence of the 
husband wife to into; 
ilready I accept 
the wile as tl the night of 19th 
husband when found 
him of her menstruation 
fide \etter, and that 
must have told against 
adultery is not proved, 
[he petition will be with 
petitioner riestley, K.C., Harvey Murphy, and Cotes- 
ndent, Hawke, K.C., and W. O. Wallis. Sorter 
Burton, Yeates, d Hart; for the respondent, 
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TALB T-PONSONBY, Burrister-at-Law.] 
IN PRIZE. 
“THE LIBAU.” Evans, P. 20th November. 


Prize Law—Enemy Orricers Capturep—Money Founp H1ippen Upon 
THemM—PrIivate MONEY OF THE OrricERS—CONFISCATION 


| ording to Enali 


fure 


h Prize Law the private property of enemy office rs 
d enemy ship is liahle ti unless the 
/ / ; rights theret 
2 Eng 251) applied 
ertain enemy officers on board 7'he Libau, which carried 
to Ireland and which, after being captured, 
German crew, claimed moneys found upon them as being 
The Attorney-General, without making any ad. 
ird to principle, said that the Crown not asking 
with aller involved, but only with the large 
officer, Lieutenant Spindler. 
money Was enemy property and 
gated he pro 
Afterwards, 
in possession 


and crewe ¢ 1] confacation 
('reow) } 7) 
The Aida 
In this case 
Sir Roger Ca 
sunk by 
their private 
mi with reg 
the Court to deal 
sums found in possession of the commanding 
The claim of the Crown was that this 
was good prize. When Lieutenant Spindler wv 
duced £4 Qs. 6d., and he said that that 
however, his effects examined, and he was found to be 
of twenty-one £5 notes, some Norwegian notes, and a number of frag 
ments of German notes From affidavit by the commander of 
H.M.S. Bluebell, which captured 7'he Libau, it appeared that, while 7'he 
Libau steered under the directions of her captors to Queens 
town, and she sank. She had been engaged in 


ment was 
her 
moneys 
s1oOns 


was 


sm sums 


as interro 
had 
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were 


an 


was being 
an explosion occurred 





landing arms on the coast of Ireland, and as her eontemplated voyage 
it was difficult to understand why her commander 
should have required such large sums of money for his personal ex- 
There also an affidavit by Lieutenant Percy Fairfield, 
R.N. vom this it appeared that Lieutenant Spindler, after ope g 
over the £4 Qs. 6d., was asked ‘‘ on his honour” whether he had ; 
more money on him, and he replied, “ No more. Lieutenant Fairfie id, 
however, was suspicious. Lieutenant Spindler’s effects were examined 
and in all 1. 500 kroner and twenty-one £5 notes were discovered in the 
linings of his overcoat, his m« mkey jacket, and his waistcoat. The 
Attorney-General, replying to the President, repeated that it was not t] 
of the Crown to take the money where it was clearly the prope rey 
officers. Lieutenant Carl Spindler, who was brought up unde: 
military escort, said that the money claimed by him was his personal 
property. ‘He read from the witness-box a long statement in which he 
said that he claimed on his own account £153, less £4 9s. 6d., which he 
had received on account of Donington Hall. That sum was made u| 
£82 of his private money, £26 of his pay and allowances for April, and 
£45 received on account of disbursements made before his departure. He 
explained that these last _ items were in English money, because he 
1 that it might be necessary for him to seek internme nt in a 
and in that Case English or neutral money would be more 
German. The other money found belonged to the 
paid to the after The Bluebell was 
that money retained by him f 
Cross-examined by the Attorney-General, the claimant declined 
long he would have been away from Germany if the adver 
ture had succeeded, or who actually handed over to him the £5 notes. 
He admitted, it was someone in authority in Germany. He 
objected to the form of Lieutenant Fairfield’s affidavit stating that 
asked if he had any money in his pockets and replied ‘“‘ No.” Thi 
Attorney-General asked what difference it made whether an officer was 
upon his honour. Lieutenant Spindler replied that it made a gre ut 
difference, and he went on to explain that, if a German officer broke his 
word of honour in connection with confidential papers, he would not be 
protected by the German authorities. Do you put confidential papers 
on the same footing money in this connection ?—No, but in certai: 
cases they micht be 
Sir Samuert Evans, 
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sighted 
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P., in giving judgment, said that the Crown was 
willing to forgo any right which it might have to moneys amounting to 
£47 Qs. 6d., found in the possession of the other officers of The Liba 
and also to £26, representing a month’s pay, in the case of Lisuhenenh 
Spindler. If it were nece to decide between the evidence of Lieu- 
tenant Spindler and Lieutenant Fairfield the Court accepted that of 
the latter, because it was really trifling with the matter for Lieutenant 
Spindler to say that he thought the question put to him had reference 
actually in his pocket Having regard to all the cir- 
cumstances the Crown was acting very leniently towards these enemy 
because if the Crown had asked for the confiscation of the 
whole of this money it was quite clear in Prize Law that it would have 
been entitled to such an order. The learned President referred to and 
adopted the judgment of Dr. Lushington in The Aida. Therefore he 
wished it understood that it was only with the consent of the 
Crown that these amounts would be restored to Lieutenant Spindler 
and officers. The other money would be condemned.—CovunseL. 
The Attorney-General (Sir F. Bk. Smith, KC.) and R. H. Balloch: the 
German officers appeared in person under escort. Soricrrors, The. Trea- 
Solicitor, for the Procurator-General. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-Law.] 
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New Orders, &c. 


Railway and Canal Commission. 


DRAFT 
owing Draft Rules made by 
the 8th Section of the Defence of the Realm (Acquisitic 

1916, and the 20th Section of the Railway and Cana 
1888, are published pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 


RULES. 
The foll the Railway 
sion 
of I 
Praftic 
1893 
1. The Railway and Canal Commission Rules, 1889, shall (except in 
so far as they give or purport to give jurisdiction to one Commissione! 
sitting alone) apply with the necessary modifications to all applications 
ind proceedings before the Railway and Canal Commission (hereinaft« 
called the Commission) under the Defence of the Realm (Acquisition oi 
Land) Act, 1916 (hereinafter called the Act). 
2. Unless otherwise ordered by the Commission an application to 
the Commission 
1) under 


and Canal Commis 
‘rs under 
sand) Act, 
Act, 


of the 


Section 1, 
Section 2, 


any following sections of the Act, viz. :— 


sub 
sub- 


section (1) 
section (2) 
Section 3, sub-section (2) 
Section 6, sub-section (3) 
Section 13, sub-section (1) 
Section 13, sub-section (5) 
shall be served on ali persons interested in the land, 
work to be affected by the proposed Order. 
An application shall also be served on all persons interested in the 


building 
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mines aiid minerals lying under the land if it is sought to acquire an 
interest therein. 

(6) under section 6, sub-section (1) shall be served on the local 
authority and the authority or person responsible for the mainten 
ance of the highway or of any other railway or tramway laid thereon 
and on such other persons (if any) as the Commissioners may direct 

(c) under section 7 shall be served on the company or authority 
against whom the Order is sought and also upon any company, per 
son er authority interested in the continuance or discontinuance of 
the supply referred to in the proceedings. 

Any party may in case of difficulty as to the parties to be served or 
as to the mode or place of service apply to the Commission for directions 
at any time before the hearing of the* proceedings. Such application 
may be made ex parte in the first instance, but the Commission may 
order notice thereof to be served on such persons and authorities and 
in such manner as they may think fit. 

5. An application to fix the time to be allowed under section 8 
sub-section (1) (2) and*(4) may be made to the Registrar by Summons. 


4. If the Award of the Referee is final and not stated in the form of 
a special case, an appeal from his decision on any question of law may 
be brought within four weeks from the time when the award was pub 
lished. The party so appealing shall within such time file in the 
Registrar's Office a notice of appeal stating the grounds of the appeal, 
Such notice shall be served upon all parties directly affected by the 
appeal. The Commission may on the hearing of such appeal remit the 
award to be stated in the form of a case or otherwise deal with it 
as May seem just. 

5. The parties to a reference under section 8 of the Act may before 

or during the hearing of the reference file a joint application to the 
Commission for their decision on an agreed question of law. 
_ 6. The Commission or the Registrar may abridge or enlarge the time 
for serving any notice or doing any other act provided by these Rules. 
Time may be enlarged notwithstanding that the time for serving the 
notice or doing the act may have expired. 

The Commission may amend any notice or other document on such 
terms as may seem just. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette for 25rd November contains the following : 

L An Order in Council dated 23rd November, varying the Statutory 
List under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916. Addi 
tions are made as follows :—Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay (5): 
Bolivia (1); Brazil (7); Chile (4); Colombia (1); Hayti and Dominican 
Republic (2); Morocco (1) ; Netherlands (8); Netherland East Indies (7) : 
Norway (5) ; Spain (33). There are also a number of removals from and 
variations in the List. A List (The Consolidating List, No, 37a) con 
solidating all previous Lists, was published on the 12th October, 1917, 
which, together with Lists Nos. 38 and 39 of 26th October and 9th 
November, 1917, respectively, and the present List contains all the names 
which up to this date are included in the Statutory List. The usual 
notices are appended to the List’ (see ante, p. 10). ° 

2. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade. 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
another business to be wound up, bringing the total to 493. 


_ 5. An Admiralty Notice, dated 21st November (printed below) relat 
ing to dealings in Rum. 

4. A War Office Notice, dated 19th November (printed below) as to 
dealings in Yellow Carnauba Wax. 

5. A Notice that the following Orders have been made by the Food 
Controller :— ‘ 

The Sugar Order, 8th November, 1917 (General Licence) (printed 
below). 

The Enforcement (England and Wales) Order, dated 9th Novem- 
ber, 1917 (printed below). 


The Oil Splitting Order, 1917, dated 9th November, 1917. 
dated 9th 


The Sugar and Confectionery Order (General Licence), 
November, 1917. 
The London Gazette for 27th November contains the following : 


6. A Proclamation, dated 27th November (printed below), 
Property and Claims in Territory in Hostile Occupation. 

. A Proclamation, dated 27th November (printed below), as to 
Trading with Enemy Subjects in Neutral Territory. 

_ 8. An Order in Coancil, dated 27th November (printed below), apply 
ing the Military Service (Conventions with Allied States) Act, 1917. to 
France. 

9. An Order in Council, dated 27th November, further amending the 
Proclamation, dated the 10th day of May, 1917, and made under Section 
8 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and Section 1 of the 
Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the Customs (Exporta 
tion Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United 
Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited. 
The effect is to increase the Jist (a) of goods the exportation of which 





! 
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, is prohibited to all destinations. . New inclusions in this list are:— 


Anvils, Asbestos, Axes, all animal and vegetable Fats, Beans, including 
haricots, certain Cloth woven from flax yarns, Lubricants, Metal-working 
Machinery, various items of Ships’ Rigging, Tobacco, various small Tools, 
Typewriters, and Vices; also, after 7th December, Coal, except Coal 
allowed by the Commissioners of Customs and Excise to be shipped as 
bunker coal. 

10. An Ordey in Council, dated 27th November, further amending the 
Proclamation, dated the 13th day of March, 1917, and made under Sec 
ion 1 of the Exportations of Arms Act, 19 as amended by Section 1 
of the Customs (Exportation Restriction) Act, 1914, whereby the expor- 
tation from the United Kingdom of certain articles and any articles com 
posed wholly or partially of those articles was prohibited to any destina 
tion in Switzerland. Certain items, including Nitrate of Soda, raw, are 
deleted: and other items are added, including Cocoa Beans, etc., Ivory, 
Precious Stones, uncut, and Artificial Precious Stones, cut or uncut; 
Saltpetre, Carbonate of, and Typewriters. 

11. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Dept.) Notice, dated 27th Novem 
ber, 1917, that an addition has been made to the list published as a 
supplement to the London Gazette of 17th August, 1917, of persons to 
whom articles to be exported to Siam may be consigned 


unrefined, Soda, 


12. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring seven more 
businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 500. 

13. A Ministry of Munitions Order, dated 27th November (printed 
below) as to War Material. 

14. A Ministevy of Munitions Notice, dated 27th November (printed 
below). as to Biast Furnace Coke. 

15. An Army Council Order, dated 23rd November (printed below 
to Jute 

16. An Army Council Notice, dated 14th November (printed below), as 
to Carthorse Collirs and Harness. 

17. A Notice that the following Order has been made by the Food 
Controller : 

The Food Control Committee for Ireland (Constitution), 


7th November, 1917. 


dated 


A Proclamation 


REQUIRING RETURNS TO BE MADE OF BRITISH PROPERTY IN TERRITORY 
in HostrLE OccupATION, AND CLAIMS BY BRITISH SUBJECTS AGAINST 
Persons, Frrms, CoMPANIES AND CORPORATIONS RESIDING OR 
CARRYING ON BUSINESS IN sUCH TERRITORY. 

wi ereas by Our Proclamation dated the 7th day ol September, 1916 
We strictly commanded and enjoined Our subjects within the United 
Kingdom, the Channel Islands, and the Isle of Man, or within any 
country or place outside Our Dominions and Protectorates, who were 
entitled to property of any description whatsoever in enemy territory, or 
to any interest in such property, or had claims against enemy persons, 
to make returns of their said property or claims to the Public Trustee, 
Kingsway, London, W.C.2. 

And whereas in the interests of Our Realm, it is of great importance 
that full information shall be obtained with regard to property belong 
ing to Our subjects which is situate in territory in hostile occupation, and 
also with regard to claims of Our subjects against Persons, Firms, Com 
panies and Corporations residing or carrying on business in such 
territory : f 

Now. therefore, We strictly command and enjoin Our subjects within 
the United Kingdom, the Channel Islands, and the Isle of Man, or 
within any country or place outside Our Dominions and Protectorates 
who are entitled to property of any description whatsoever which is 
situate in territory in hostile occupation, or to any interest in such 
Companies and Cor 


property, or have claims igainst Persons, Firms, E ( 
erritory, forthwith 


porations residing or carrying on business in such t _ for 
to make returns of their said property or claims to the Public Trustee, 
Kingsway, London, W.C.2, in such form and with such particulars 
he may require, provided that it shall not be necessary to make such 
returns respecting property or claims whereof returns have, before the 
date of this Proclamation, been already made to the Public rrustee. 
The expression “ territory in hostile occupation ’ means any territory 
forming part of Our territory or of that of an Allied or neutral 
which is or may be in the effective military occupation of a State at 


State 
wal 
8 egy 

with Us 


27th Ni ve mber. 


A Proclamation 


RELATING TO TRADING WITH CERTAIN PERSONS OF Enemy NATIONALITY 
INTERNED IN NEUTRAL COUNTRIES. 

Whereas it is expedient. that transactions between British subjects and 
persons of enemy nationality who have been removed from Our 
Dominions and are interned in neutral countries should be restricted in 
manner hereinafter provided : Y j te : 

Now. therefore. We. by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 
think fit to declare, and it is hereby decl ired, as follows : Oe. 

1’ The Proclamations for the time being in force relating to Trading 
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with the Enemy shall, as from the date of this Proclamation, apply to 
any persons of enemy nationality who have been removed from any part 
of Our Dominions for the purpose of being interned in and are interned 
in any neutral country, in°the same manner as they apply to persons 
resident or carrying on business In an enemy country. 

2. Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit anything 
which may be specially permitted by Our licence or by a licence given 
on Our behalf by the Lords Commissioners of Our Treasury or the Board 
of Trade. 

3. This Proclamation may be cited as the Trading with the Enemy 
(Enemy Subjects interned in Neutral Countries) Proclamation, 1917. 

27th November 


Order in Council. 

CONVENTIONS WITH 

ACT, 1917. 

Whereas by the Military Service (Conventions with Allied States) Act, 
1917, it is provided that His Majesty may by Order in Council, signify- 
ing that a convention or agreement has been made with an allied country 
which imposes a mutual liability to military service on British subjects 
in that country and subjects of that country in the United Kingdom, 
direct that the said Act shall have effect with respect to that allied 
country and the subjects of that allied country, but that no such Order 
in Council shall be made unless the following conditions are fulfilled, 
that is to say: 

a) Unless the convention or agreement secures to His Majesty's 
Ambassador or other public (Minister in the allied country power to 
grant to British subjects in that country exemption from military 
service ; 

3) Unless the convention or agreement contains provisions to the 
effect that British subjects in the allied country and subjects of the 
allied country in the United Kingdom shall before being liable to 
military service have an opportunity if they make an application for 
the purpose of returning to the United Kingdom or the allied 
country as the case may be; 

and it is further provided that no such Order in Council shall be 
made until the expiration of thirty days from the date on which the 
convention or agreement is laid before Parliament : 

And whereas an agreement dated the fourth day of October, nineteen 
hundred and seventeen, has been concluded between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Government of the French Republic respecting the 
liability to military service of Kjritish subjects in France and French 
citizens in Great Britain and the said agreement complies with the 
conditions aforesaid : 

And whereas the said agreement was laid before Parliament on the 
twenty-fifth day of October, nineteen hundred and seventeen : 

Now, therefore His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to signify, and it is hereby signified, that such an 
agreement as is mentioned in the said Act has been made with the 
Republic of France, and His Majesty is further pleased, by and with the 
like advice, to direct, and it is hereby directed, that the said Act shall 
have effect with respect to the Republic of France and French citizens. 

Zth November. 


MILITARY SERVICE ALLIED STATES) 


Admiralty Notice. 
RUM. 

Notice is hereby given, that the Order issued by the Lords Com- 
missioners of the Admiralty, under date 6th October, 1917, prohibiting 
the buying, selling, removal or dealing in Rum lying in Bonded Ware- 
houses, in the United Kingdom, is rescinded, except as regards such 
parcels as the owners thereof have been directed to hold on account of 
the Admiralty, and without prejudice to any proceedings which have 
been or may be instituted in respect of any infringement of the afore- 
said Order. 
O. Murray, Secretary. 
2ist Nov. 





Army Council Notices and Orders. 
LAPS OR WASTE (WORSTED AND HOSIERY). 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, notice is hereby given that it is the intention 
of the Army Council to take possession, on the 30th day of November, 
1917, of all Laps or Waste as defined by the Sale of Waste (Worsted 
and Hosiery) Order, 1917, that may be in possession, custody or control 
of any person not being a manufacturer of woollen goods, provided that 
nothing herein contained shall apply to any Laps or Waste of the 
description aforesaid that shall have been sold to any manufacturer of 
the description aforesaid prior to the said date. 

If after this notice any person having control of any such material 
without the consent of the Army Council after the 3th day of Novem- 
ber, 1917, sells, removes or secretes it, or deals with it in any way 
contrary to any condition imposed in any licence, permit or order that 
may have been granted in respect thereof, he shall be guilty of an 
offence against the said Regulations. 

13th November. 





THE HORSE HIDES (LEATHER CONTROL) ORDER, 1917. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council  eP order as follows :— 

1. Notice is given that it is the intention of the Army Council to 
take possession of all leather to be produced after the date hereof from 
Raw Hides taken from horses slaughtered in the United Kingdom or 
the Isle of Man or imported in the wet salted state into the United 
Kingdom. 

If after this notice any person having .control of any such leather 
without the consent of the Army Council sells, removes or secretes it or 
deals with it in any way contrary to any conditions imposed in any 
licence, permit or order that may have been granted in respect thereto, 
he shall be guilty of an offence against the said Regulations. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Horse Hides (Leather Control) 
Order, 1917. 

14th November. 





YELLOW CARNAUBA WAX. 

Whereas by an Order dated the 11th day of July, 1917, and made 
under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Army Council give 
notice of an intention to take possession of all stocks of Carnauba Wax, 
excepting stocks of less than 2 tons,-that were at the said date or 
might thereafter arrive in the United Kingdom; 

And whereas the Army Council deem it desirable that Yellow 
Carnauba Wax should be dealt in without restriction ; 

Now, therefore, the Army Council hereby give notice that nothing 
in the said Order shall apply to Yellow Carnauba Wax. 

By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brave. 
19th Nov 


THE JUTE (EXPORT) ORDER, 1917. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows :— 

1. On any sale of any article or material manufactured or to be manu- 
factured wholly or partly from Jute, it shall be the duty of the vendor 
either to obtain from the purchaser a guarantee in writing that such 
article or material will not be exported from the United Kingdom, or 
if it is the intention of the purchaser that such article or material 
shall be exported from the United Kingdom, to obtain a permit issued 
by or on behalf of th Director of Raw Materials authorizing the sale 
or manufacture as the case may be or such article or material as 
aforesaid. 

2. No person shall sell or deliver any article or material of the 
description aforesaid for exportation from the United Kingdom without 
a permit issued by or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials. 


5. For the purposes hereof the expression “article or material ’’ shall 
be deemed to include yarns. 
4. This Order may be cited as The Jute (Export) Order, 1917. 
By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brave. 


23rd Nov. 





CART-HORSE COLLARS AND HAMES. 

Notice is hereby given, that the Order made by the Army Council 
under the Defence of the Realm Regulations dated the 18th day of 
August, 1917, and relating to certain classes of cart-horse collars and 
hames, is,;cancelled as from the date thereof. 

By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brave. 
14th Nov. 





Ministry of Munitions Order and Notice, 
WAR MATERIAL. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 30a 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Minister of Munitions 
hereby orders that the war material to which that regulation applies 
shall, on and after the 17th September, 1917, include metallurgical coke 
of the following classes and descriptions :— 


Scottish. 

Nottinghamshire. 

Lincolnshire. 

Cumberland. 
27th Nov. 


With reference to the above Order of the 27th November, 1917, the 
Minister of Munitions hereby gives notice that the General Permit of the 
lst November, 1916, under the Orders of the 7th July and 3ist October, 
1916, shall on and after the 17th September, 1917, take effect as if the 
war material referred to in the above Order of the 27th November, 1917, 
were included in the Order of the 7th July, 1916, and the under- 
mentioned materials and prices were specified in the schedule to the 
said General Permit, the prices where the material is already specified in 
such schedule to be in substitution for the prices contained in such 
schedule, and as if the references to South Yorkshire and West York- 
shire blast furnace coke in the said schedule were cancelled; provided 
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always that condition 2 of the said General Permit shal! not apply to 
any sale or purchase of any of the undermentioned materials under a 
contract in writing entered into prior to the 17th September, 1917, at a 
price not contravening that permitted up to that date. 
{Maximum prices above referred to for Metallurgical coke.] 


Food Orders. 
THE PIGS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority of 
the Food Controller the following regulations shall be observed by all 
persons concerned :— 
1. Maxtmum price for pigs and carcases of pigs.}—(a) No person 
shall after the 8th November, 1917, buy or sell any live pig at a price 
exceeding the rate of 18s. per score of the live weight; provided that 
where a purchaser buys not less than five pigs on any occasion from the 
same vendor, the maximum price shall be deemed not to have been 
exceeded, if the total sum paid for such pigs does not exceed the sum 
that might properly have been paid if each pig had been bought and 
paid for separately. 
(6) «Lhe weight of a pig for the purposes of this Clause shall be taken 
to be its weight as ascertained at any time after sale by a person 
authorized in that behalf by the Food Controller or a Food Committee, 
or if not so ascertained its weight at the place of slaughter; and any 
directions given by such person, with a view to the weighing of a 
pig for the purposes of this Order shall be duly complied with by all 
persons concerned, 
2. Records.}—Every person who in the course of his business buys 
any pigs alive and slaughters or causes to be slaughtered such pigs for 
the purpose of his business shall keep accurate records shewing the 
prices paid for such pigs and such other particulars as are necessary to 
show whether or not the provisions of this Order are being complied 
with, and shall make such returns as to his business as the Food Con- 
troiler or a Food Committee may from time to time require. All such 
records and relevant documents shall be open to the inspection of any 
person authorized by the Food Controller or the Food Committee. 
3. Offers and conditions.|}—No person shall, in connection with the 
sale or disposal of any pigs, enter or offer to enter into any fictitious 
or artificial transactions, or make or demand any unreasonable charge. 
4. Exception of Breeding Pigs.}—This Order shall not apply to boars 
or pedigree sows bought and sold specifically for breeding purposes. 
5. Amendment of Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917.}—-The Meat 
(Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, shall be amended by the addition at 
the end of the Schedule thereto of the following provision :— 
In the case of Pork other than imported Pork, the maximum rate 
of 9s. 6d. per stone is applicable, if the offals are not. included in 
the sale; and the maximum rate shall be 6d. higher, if the offals 
are included in the sale. In each case the weight of the offals 
shall be excluded in ascertaining the weight of the carcase. 
6. Interpretation.}—For the purpose of this Order— 
“Score ’? means 20 lbs. 
“ Food Committee ’’ means in respect of any area in Great Britain 
a Food Control Committee constituted in pursuance of the Food 
Control Committees (Constitution) Order, 1917, and in respect of 
Ireland the Food Control Committee appointed for Ireland by the 
Food Controller. 
7. Penalty.}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the ‘Defence of the Realm Regulations, 
8. Title.}—This Order may be cited as the Pigs (Maximum Prices) 
Order, 1917, 





By Order of the Faod Controller. 
U. F. Wintoéur. 
Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 
6th November, 1917. 


—_— 


THE BACON, HAM AND aaa, Ee PRICES) ORDER, 
1917, 


General Licence. 

_The Food Controller hereby as respects Lard of the several descrip- 
tions specified in the schedule hereto authorizes the sale of such Lard 
by the importer or manufacturer thereof at any prices not exceeding 
the prices specified for the same in the Schedule. 

For the purpose of this authority ‘ Importer’’ shall have the same 
Meaning as in the Bacon, Ham and Lard (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917. 
_The Food Controller may withdraw this authority at any time if in 
his opinion the circumstances warrant the withdrawal thereof. 

By Order of the Food Controller. 
U. F. Wintour. 
Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 


The Schedule. 


6th November, 1917. 


Description of Lard. 
American Pails (Refined) Ex Port 136s. 3d. 
ma Boxes (Refined) ... ~ ae s 135s. 
et Tierces (Refined) ihn ben a 135s. 
a - (Raw or Unrefined) ... 9s 135s. 
All these prices are subject to the following terms : — 
Cash in seven days less 2d. in the £ discount, or cash in one 


Price per 112 lbs. 


, 4 SUGAR ORDER, 1917. 
General Tricence. 

The Food Controller hereby authorizes all dealers in Sugar to deliver 
against any voucher issued under the above Order sugar beyond the 
amount specified in the voucher to such extent as may be necessary to 
enable delivery to be made in a usual complete package, provided that 
the excess amount shall be deducted on the occasion of the next delivery ; 
and that the relative invoice shall clearly state the period which, on the 
basis of the voucher, is covered by the whole amount delivered. 

The Food Controller hereby authorizes persons to take delivery of 
sugar pursuant to the terms of this Licence. 

By Order of the Food Controller. 


W. H. BeverripcEe 
Second Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 


8th November, 1917 


THE ENFORCEMENT (ENGLAND AND WALES) ORDER, 1917. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders as follows : 

1. Powers of Food Control Committecs.|—The Food Controller hereby 
confers upon every Food Control Committee appointed in England and 
Wales pursuant to the Food Control Committees (Constitution) Order, 
1917 (hereinafter called Food Control Committee) the power of enforcing 
within their area all Orders heretofore made or hereafter to be made by 
the Food Controller under the powers conferred upon him by the Defence 
of the Realm Regulations, other than such Orders, if any, as the Food 
Controller may from time to time except from this Order, 

2. Prosecutions.}—The Food Controller hereby atthorizes every Food 
Control Committee and such officers and other persons as they may 
designate or appoint for the purpose, to prosecute any summary offence 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations occasioned by any breach 
of any Order the power of enforcing which is conferred on the Committee 
by this Order. 

3. Delegation to the Local Authority.}—Subject to the approval of the 
Food Controller an arrangement may be made between a Local Authority 
and the Food Control Committee for the district of that Authority 
whereby the power and authority conferred on the Committee by the 
preceding clause of this Order shall to the extent specified in the arrange- 
ment be exercisable by such Local Authority either to the exclusion of 
or concurrently with the Committee, and where any such arrangement 
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has been made the Local Authority and such officers and other persons 
as og | may designate or appoint for the purpose shall in accordance 
with the arrangement have the power and authority to prosecute sum- 
mary offences occasioned by any breach of an Order of the Food Con- 
troller. 

4. Presumption of Authority.}—In any proceedings taken by a Local 
Authority or a Food Control Committee or an officer or other person 
designated or appojnted by them for the purpose of prosecution in respect 
of a breach of any Order of the Food Controller, it shall be presumed 
until the contrary is proved that the authority conferred by clause 2 
or clause 3 of this Order applies in respect of such Order. 

5. Revocation.}—The Order of the Food Controller, dated 8th May, 
1917 (relating to prosecutions by Loca] Authorities) shall be revoked as 
at the lst January, 1918, but without prejudice to any proceedings com- 
menced before that date under the authority thereby conferred. 

6. Definition}—For the purpose of this Order the expression “ Local 
Authority ’’ means the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of 
London in Common Council assembled, the Council of a Metropolitan 
Borough, the Council of a Municipal Borough or other Urban District, 
the Council of a Rural District or the Council of the Isles of Scilly. 

7: Title.|\—(a) This Order may be cited as The Enforcement (England 
and Wales) Order, 1917. 

(6) This Order shall extend only to England and Wales. 

RHONDDA, 
Food Controller. 


9th November, 1917. 








A League of Nations. 


Lord Parmoor delivered the Rhodes Lecture at University College, 
London, on Monday evening, the subject being “ An International League 
after the War.’’ Lord Dunedin took the chair. 


AN INTERNATIONAL System or Law. 


Lord ParMoor said that the subject was very important at the present 
time ; especially with a view to controlling by adequate sanction and 
high authority recourse to war. The advantage Now nearly always lay 
with the aggressor, and it shoutd be the object to protect the innocent 
party against warfare. Under an International League protection would 
be given to the party against*whom aggression was made. The rule of 
law was already established within national limits, and it was time for 
the establishment of an international code and of international courts, 
but the difficulties must not be underrated, and up to the present time 
they had not been satisfactorily solved. The difficulties were not 
wholly dissimilar from those which preceded the legal system. That 
was thought as difficult’ as was now an international system. With a 
common desire that the present war, with its waste and ruin, and all 
its sorrow and suffering should cease, there was much difference of 
opinion as to the opportunity for bringing this about; but there was 
no difference of opinion that, when the present conditions terminated, 
every effort should be made to prevent their recurrence. 


JupICcIAL SETTLEMENT 


He did not believe that all war could be avoided, for human nature 
could not be suddenly altered; but every effort. should be made to 
allow an opportunity for judicial settlement. At any rate there was 
a very general opinion in all countries to which we had access that 
certain international questions could be solved without recourse to 
war. He was not sure that all could be so settled; but he urged that 
other principles than those of force should be used to solve international 
difficulties. Mr. Asquith had spoken of a world-wide partnership 
against war, and said that into an International League must come all 
civilized countries, with equal rights and reciprocal duties. This last 
statement was gf special importance, for it implied that an International 
League, to be effective, must include the Central Powers. A league of 
the Allied nations would not be in any sense an International League, 
and, instead of a world partnership, might divide the world into two 
hostile camps. In France, M. Thomas, an ardent supporter of the 
war, although one of the leaders of the Socialist party, had declared 
that, after the establishment of the rights of France—t.e., as to Alsace- 
Lorraine—the most important war aim was the establisu.cent of a 
League of Nations. Lord Parmoor absolutely agreed. If we held that 
permanent peace was to come from the present war, that was the most 
important war aim. In England the Society of a League of Nations 
had done much to give publicity to the necessity of the establishment 
of an international league, but the House of Commons had hitherto 
shewn itself apathetic. Perhaps it would move when it got into contact 
with the constituencies. 

THe AMERICAN LEAGUE 

How far, then, had this movement gone? The United States had 
taken a leading part under the initiative of Mr. Taft. On 26th May, 
1916, a meeting was held at Washington—one of the largest ever 
assembled in that country—to determine on measures to be adopted for 
the establishment of a League of Nations to Enforce Peace. Right- 
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thinking men, it was said, in every land had resolved that the war 
should never be repeated if they could help it. (Lord PaRmoor 
stated and explained the four propositions which the American 
League had adopted as the foundation of its policy, and con- 
tinued :—] The idea of an International League had passed out of the 
sphere of theoretical discussion, and the object now was to lay the 
foundations for the league in a lasting way. 


THE INTERNATIONAL TRIBUNAL. 


Referring to international arbitration, the lecturer said that 471 cases 
had been determined in the last century; but arbitration was totally 
inadequate. It was useless, however, as General Smuts had said, to 
bring forward a scheme for an International League unless the nations 
were in a spirit to receive it. And he thought this country and other 
countries were likely to have such a desire when they stood face to 
face with the conditions at the end of the war, and this was the time 
to bring the question to the front. They ought not to waste time 
which it might take centuries to get back. Lord ParMmoor referred to the 
meeting of lawyers which was held in the summer to discuss the question, 
and said that in the long run reasonable men exercised a potent vote. 
The scheme must arrange for the constitution of a tribunal of sufficient 
authority to secure acquiescence in its decisions. The members should 
not be arbitrators. Arbitrators were not really an impartial body, but 
advocates; and they looked to the umpire to be impartial. But an 
umpire’s authority was of a limited character, and he aimed at some 
form of compromise. The court must be composed of men of the 
highest available ability. There was no reason why such a court 
should not be constituted, if there was a desire to settle justiciable ques. 
tions—i.e., questions ipable of judicial interpretation, such as the inter- 
pretation of‘ treaties. Such a court was the Supreme Court of the 
United States. A court so constituted would respond to a conception 
of its duties. Similar were the Supreme Courts in the Dominion of 
Canada and the Commonwealth of Australia, and these had every 
prospect of success. But the greatest resemblance was tg be found in 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, which had to decide on 
such diverse subjects as the old French common law in Quebec, the 
Roman-Dutch law in South Africa, and on Malayan rights. It was 
absurd to claim that any tribunal would satisfy all litigants and all 
parties. But the decisions would be a safeguard of great juridical ques- 
tions. Once the court was constituted, there was every probability that 
its decisions would be loyally accepted, and its authority would grow, 
But it would be essentially a Peace Court, and after the war other 
conditions might prevail. They heard of complicated provisions in the 
coming Peace Treaty, but these would not be much good if it could be 
torn up/ More difficult were questions of dispute involving national 
honour or policy. There was no panacea for all difficulties; practical 
men did not expect any such results. But the effort should be made, 
and enlargement of area would follow in due course. 


THe QUESTION OF, SANCTION. 


But without a sanction—as Grotius saw, who was surrounded during 
his life by conditions of war—there could be no result from the estab- 
lishment of international law. The sanction of public opinion was not 
itself sufficient. Was it possible to have a coercive sanction? They must 
not underrate the gravity of the matter. It might be necessary to use 
all the force of the League; but this possibility must be faced. As in 
1914, sore incident might suddenly arise which created national 
animosfties; then if there was an International League to secure an 
adequate interval before a declaration of war and to, bring force to 
bear upon a transgressor, the crisis might be met. But it was premature 
to consider suggestions until the principle was accepted. 


D1sARMAMENT. 


There must be an agreement for an all-round relative measure of dis- 
armament. He had heard suggestions for the repudiation of the National 
Debt, or for the reduction of interest. Nothing would be more cunningly 
devised to prétluce reaction. The remedy was to effect a reduction in 
the enormous expenditure on armaments. If all the countries com- 
bined, there would be no more effective way of meeting financial 
burdens. He desired to make only practical suggestions, but if the war 
led to an International League it would not have been fought in vain. 

Lord WUNEDIN, in moving a vdte of thanks to the lecturer, referred to 
the freedom of the seas as an example of questions which it would be 
difficult to refer to an International Court, and it would be difficult also 
to lay down an international code of law. But it was hopeful people like 
Lord Parmoor who paved the way. 
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Societies. 


Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 


Amount previously notified ai Fi ae ne £1,050 13 6 
The following further donations are gratefully acknowledged :— 
The Hon. Socy. of Gray’s Inn (third donation) 

A. E. Leonard, Esq. bes di <o See 

Walter Perks, Esq. (third donation) é ; 

A. R. Prideaux, Esq. (second donation) ea Al 

A. D. Steel, Esq. (second donation)... - 
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£1,112 4 


Further donations are very urgently needed, and may be sent to 
“The Belgian Lawyers’ Aid Committee,”’ General-buildings Aldwych. 








A Ministry of Health. 


Dr. Addison, Minister of Reconstruction, speaking, says the T'imes, at 
a meeting convened by the Faculty of Insurance and held in the Central 
Hall, Westminster, on Saturday, declared his belief in the urgent need 
of creating a Ministry of Health with widely decentralized powers and 
of bringing its machinery into thorough working order before the end 
of the war. ‘ 

He stated that he had been specially invited by the Prime Minister 
to cope with this, one of the most important of the many problems of 
reconstruction. The public conscience was fully alive to the obligations 
of the State in regard to it, and was not in.the mood to brook any 
further dilatoriness. But the national administration of public health 
through such a Ministry as they contemplated must necessarily impinge 
on many interests, and it was necessary to bring those interests—insur- 
ance, local government, medical, and others—into substantial agreement 
before legislation could usefully be framed, since Parliament had not the 
time to debate highly contentious proposals. That was the only reason 
for the reply recently given by the Government in the House of Commons 
to a question regarding legislation for the creation of a Ministry of 
Public Health. He appealed, therefore, to all interests concerned to sink 
minor differences and to approach the problem of public health admin- 
istration as a whole from the broad national standpoint and in a 
courageous spirit. 

Mr. Kingsley Wood, who presided at the meeting, referred to infant 
mortality and the ravages of consumption, and said that there must be 
an end of the apathy which had characterized health administration. 








Workmen’s Compensation. 


The Home Secretary, Sir George Cave, says the 7’imes, received at 
the Home Office on the 23rd ult. a deputation from the Trades Union 
Congress Parliamentary Committee, who submitted resolutions passed at 
the congress at Blackpool urging legislation for Government inspection 
of building works, with a view to the better protection of workmen, and 
for the amendment of the Workmen’s Compensation Act increasing the 
minimum rate of compensation to 30s. a week. The deputation also 
pressed for legislation to provide for an eight-hours day for all colliery 
enginemen, boilermen, and stokers. 

Sir Géorge Cave said that, as regards the inspection of building work, 
a Bili was introduced, but it was dropped owing to the war. As soon 
as the war was over the matter would be taken up again. With refer- 
ence to the forty-eight hours week for colliery enginemen, boilermen, and 
stokers, the question should be considered together with the problem of 
reconstruction. With regard to the employment of women factory in- 
spectors, some nine or ten had been appointed temporarily since the 
war, and another five were shortly to be selected. As regards the amend- 
ment of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, this was, speaking generally, 
4 question of such complexity that he thought there must be an inquiry 
and report. 








Legal News, 


Appointments. 
Mr. R. A. McCatt, K.C., has been elected the Treasurer of the Middle 


Temple for the ensuing year, in succession to Lord Parmoor. 

Mr. Harotp Harpy, Barrister-at-Law, of Gray’s Inn and the Oxford 
Circuit, has been appointed Temporary Secretary to the Bar Council, and 
will enter upon his duties on the 1st January, 1918. 





Information Required. 
MRS. MARY ELINA FREER, Deceased.—Will any person who 





E. Freer, who died at Leamington on the 22nd May, 1917, please 
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General. 


Mr. Ernest Edward Lake, of Great Russell-stréet, W.C., and East 
Heath Lodge, Hampstead, N.W., solicitor, who left £50 each to St. 
John’s Parish Church, Hampstead, and the Vicar of Rogate for church gr 
parish purposes, left estate of gross value £21,809. } 

Sir George Heynes Radford, Liberal M.P. for East Islington, of 
Chancery-lane, W.U., and Chiswick House, Ditton Hill, solicitor, for 
twelve years vice-president of the National Liberal Club, and chairman 
of the Club Buildings Company, who died on 5th October, son of George 
David Radford, at one time Mayor of Plymouth, and the head of a 
large drapery establishment there, has left property of the value of 
£25,502, of which £17,791 is net personalty. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in answer to Mr. R. Lambert, after referring to the announce- 
ment with regard to Lord Reading accompanying the members of: the 
British Government on their visit in connection with the impending 
meeting of the Supreme War Council, said this work, which was tem- 
porary, would not prevent Lord Reading from fulfilling his duties as 
Lord Chief Justice. 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. R. Lambert asked the 
Foreign Secretary whether the Russian Government, or any person pur- 
porting to represent the Russian Government, had proposed an imme- 
diate armistice on all fronts, with a view to peace negotiations; and if 
so, what answer had been given? Mr, Balfour: The answer to the first 
5 of the question is in the affirmative. No reply has been returned 
xy His Majesty’s Government, or, so far as I am aware, by any of our 
Allies. 

In the House of Commons, on the 22nd ult., in answer to Mr, 
Trevelyan, Sir G. Cave said : ‘‘ The new regulation [27c] applies to the 
distribution of leaflets printed before its issue, but I propose to instruct 
the police to give time for the submission to the Press Bureau of any 
leaflets already published other than those which are clearly illegal 
under previous regulations; and, if such leaflets are passed by the 
Press Bureau, not to insist on the addition of the name and address of 
the author until existing stocks are exhausted. 7 

Business was suspended at the London Commercial Sale Rooms on 
Monday afternoon for a short period to consider the Government Bill 
for the continuation of control of imports and exports for three years 
after the termination of the war. The following resolution was carried 
by acclamation, with one dissentient :—‘ That this meeting of — mer- 


chants, brokers, and others connected with Mincing-lane is strongly 
opposed to the continuation after the war of the Government's control 






THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


The aN aR ANF 


CHILOREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF. TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of. The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
Psat W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 

OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 


obtained on application te— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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of trading It dec lares that the best interests of the Empire require that 
the ordinary channels of business should be resumed with the least 
possible delay.’’ 

Prof. Dicey, writing to the T'imes (26th ult.) says: An amendment 
to clause 8 of the Representation of the People Bill was passed by the 
House of Commons on Thursday last. It contains, among other things, 
the following words : “ Any person who has been exempted from military 
service on the ground of conscientious objection shall be dis- 
qualified from being registered and voting as a Parliamentary or local 
government elector.’ Against this provision many men of common 
sense and common fairness will, on reflection, protest. Their objection 
may be best summed up by the statement of two facts : The proposed 
enactment threatens to distranchise the vast majority of the Society of 
Friends. It certainly would deprive of electoral rights such a man as 
was John Bright. 


When Mr. Justice Eve took his seat in Court on Wednesday, says the 
Times, Mr. Jenkins, K.C., asked his Lordship to hear an action which 
was to have been in Mr. Justice Neville’s paper for trial that day. He 
said that Mr. Justice Neville was not sitting, and he had been requisi- 
tioned by the Court of Appeal to sit there next week. The case was an 
urgent one. The Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., supported the application. 
Mr. Justice Eve said that some cases had been fixed for hearing by him 
next week, but he was anxious te assist the parties in the case with 
reference to which the application had been made, and if the pleadings 
were sent to him the case could be mentioned to-morrow. Mr. Russell 
said that the pleadings had been frequently amended, and a “ stop 
press ’’ amendment had just been delivered, but all the pleadings should 
be sent to his Lordship. Mr. Justice Neville’s attendance in the Court 
of Appeal will enable Mr. Justice Sargant to return to his own Court, 
from which he has been absent during most of the present sittings. 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales, 


December 19.— Messrs, EDWIN Fox, Burnett & BADDELEY at the Mart: Free- 
holds, &c, (see advertisement, front page, this week). 








Court. Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
2 Rorva. No. 1. NEVILLE. Eves. 
Monday Dec. 3 Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday . 4 Bloxam Synge Jolly Church 
Wednesday 5 Borrer Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday .... 6 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Jolly 
Pn téaceo © Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Synge 
Saturday .... 8 Church Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
“ SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER, PETERSON, 
Monday Dec. 3 Mr, Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. — Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday ... 4 Farmer Leach dschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday b Jolly Church ion Goldschmidt 
Thareday .... 6 Synge Farmer Church Leach 
Wriday ...... 7 Bloxam Jolly Farmer Church 
Saturday ... §& Borrer Synge Jolly Farmer 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov, 16. 


HACKENSACK STEAMSHIP Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debus or claims, to Reginald 

+ Richard Minshaw, care of Messrs. Brown, Jenkinson & Co, 4, Lloyd's av, 
liquidator. 

West A¥RICAN MINES, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31 in the Uuited 
Kingdom, on or before Feb 20 as regards creuit>rs in West Africa, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Fradgley 
Moore, 8, Oid Jewry, liquidator. 


JO. NT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Noy. 20. 


HOLME |MILLS (NELSON), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 29, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley, liquidator. 

H. L. BERGER & Vo, Lap. (IN VoLUNTaRY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Dee 23, to send their names and adresses, an. the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Richard tucler Fidler, 4, Cariisie av, Crutched Friars, liquidator. 

New TRRAL ASSOCIATION, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and ad iresses, and particulars of their debts or claimr, to George Victor 
Nicholis, Orient House, New Broad st, liquidator. 

Orro Coxs Oven Co, Lip. (IN LIQUIDATION). —Creditors are réquired, on or before 
Dec 22, te sud their names apd addresses, aud tie p.rticulars of their debts or 

claims, to William Meury Pyevroft, Post Oltice House, Lreds, liyuidator, 





JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 23. 


BINTANG JOHORE RUBBER EstTaTE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and tte particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederic Charles Joseph Pusinelli, 34, Fenchurch st, liquidator. 

“ GWALIA” SHIPPING Co., LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send 
their names and addresses, with partdeutare a of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Roberts, 19, Oid Ba)! st, Liverpo. 1, liquidator. 

Kixaston & Co., Ltp.—C ‘reditors are required, on or before Nov 29, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to John W, Scariett, 
5, Cecil sq, Margate, Hquidator. 

“Mog. TRYVAN ” SHrp Co, Ltp.—-Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send 
their names and addresses, with amb ntoon of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Roberts, 19, Old Hall st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

MELRvSE MILL Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 26, to send their 
names and addresees, and the pantheahane of their debts or claims, to Mr. William 
Kevan, 12, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator. 

PARK STREET (HEYWooD) CoTrTron SPINNING Co, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars ea their de bts 
or claims, t» Mr. William Kevan, 12, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator. 

SAUDE NURSING Home, LTD. (InN LIQUIDATION.)}—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan. 5, to send their names and aduresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to A. N. D. Smith, 7, Laureace Pountney hill, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Nov. 27. 


THE “ CANGANIAN”’ STEAMSHIP Co, LtTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan. 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Messrs. Owen Williams and Watkin Williams, Baltic House, Cardiff, liquidators. 

THE “ SILURIAN" STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Credi ors are required, on or before Jan. 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 5F claims, to 
Messis. Owen Williams and Watkin Williams, Baltic House, Cardiff, liquidators. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 16. 


Dehane Plantations, Ltd. Jazpamps Bajo Nitrate Co, Ltd. 
Smiths (Felling), Ltd. New Gallery, Ltd. 

Easten’s, Ltd. West African Mines, Ltd. 
Coconut Development and Finance Cor- Kirk Chemical Co, Ltd. 


poration, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Nov 16. 


ALBERT, ANNIE, Rock, nr Bewdley Dec31 Marcy & Anon Bewdley 
ARNEIL, FRANCES, Southampton Dec 20 Crosse & Sons, one pl, Strand 
ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Chesterfield Dec 81 Saville, Bradford 


BARBER, WILLIAM THOMPSON Soort, Florevee, Italy, Artist Jan1 Slaughter & May, 


Austin friara 

BREINGAN, aaa WILLIAM, Bradford, Wool Merchant Dec15 Perkins & Hind, 

Bradford 

BULLEN, ELiza, Norwich Dec 81 Culley, Norwich 

BULLER, ARTHUR TREMAYNE, Crediton, Devon Dec 25 Surtees & Co, St Helen's pl 

BULPETT, ARTHUR DOLBEN, Down st, Piccadilly Dec 5 Downie & Gadban, Alton, Hants 

BURNS, Rev WILLIAM, Manchester Dec 17 Lingard, Manchester 

CAULFIELD, HENRY, Birmingham Dec 20 Reece & Davis, Birmingham 

CoopER, ALFRED, Hove Dec 29 Drummonds, Croydon 

DANZIG, MORRIS WILLIAM, Edinburgh, Medical Practitioner Dec 14 Joseph, Fore st 

DAYLES, + pa MANNERS, Charing Cross chmbrs, Adelphi Dec 26 Tyler, Garden ct, 
Lemple 

DENNY, BLIZABETH, Great Yarmouth Dec 24 Diver & Preston, Great Yarmouth 

DENNY, Mary ELIZABETH, Great Yarmouth Dec 24 Diver & Preston, Great Yar- 
mouth 

ELLIS, ELIZABETH, Doncaster Dec 14 Dawson & Burgess, Doncaster 

ENGLAND, JAMES MONTAGU FiTzRoY, Ryde, Hants Dec 1 Fardells, Ryde,I of W 

EpgyY, ROBERT, Wheatley, nr Doncaster, Cattle Dealer Dec 24 Kesteven, Doncaster 

FERGUSSON, Lt KENNRSTH MOUNTNEY JAMES, Lincoloshire Regt Dec 14 Spyer & Sons, 
Austin Friats House 

er JOHN EDWARD, Deganwy, Carnarvon Dec 15 Chamberlain & Johnson, Liat- 
dudno 

FITZGERALD, FRANCES, Torquay Dec12 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

GITTINGS, ELIZA, Coseley, Statts Dec 17 Sargent, Wolverhampton 

GREEN, JOSEPH ‘ABBOTT, Geoffrey rd, Brockley, Butcher Dec 31 Brookhouse, Queen's 
House, Queen st 

HARTHAN, EzrRA, Sandbach, Chester Dec 20 Stringer, Sandbach 

HAWKINS, FANNY CECILIA, Bath Dec 25 Surtees & Co, St Helen's pl 

HAWKINS, ALEXANDAR UMSAR, Bath Dec 26 Surtees & Vo, St Helen’s pl 

HicKsoN, HENRY, Hull, Boot Maker Dec 20 Watson & Co, Hull 

HOLDSWORTH, JAMES, Sowerby Bridge, Yo ks Dec 19 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 

HOLMES, ANN DENTON GEORGIANA, Bristol Dec 21 Stow & Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

HONAN, Capt, MATTHEW, Liverpool Jan1 Banks & Co, Liverpool 

Hooug, Col JAMES, CMG, Headington Manor, Oxford Dec 31 Mott & Son, Bedford 
row 

HopcraFt, ALFRED, Brackley, Northampton Dec 31 Law, Buckingham 

HosiIz, ANDREW, Manchester, Mechanie Dec 17 Payne, Manchester 

HuGHEs, ADA ELLEN, Farquhar rd, Upper Norwood Nov 30 Vint & Co, Bradford 

HUTCHINSON, WILLIAM, Nuttingham, Warehouseman Decl4 Hallam. Nottingham 

Ly1son, MARY, Lancaster Dec15 Little & Co, Penrith 

JACKMAN, ELIZABETH SARAH, Achilles rd, West Hampstead Dec 12 Routh & Co, 
southampton st 

Jounson, WILLIAM, Tournay rd, Fulham Dec 15 Cartwright & Cunningham, Pater- 
noster row 

LEA, FREDERICK, Manchuria rd, Clapham Common, Architect Dec 20 Pearce & 
Nicholls, New et, Lince!n’s inn 

LENNOX, JANE JOHNSTON, Enstone, Oxford Dec 15 Law, Buckingham 

MAKIN, ELIZABRBTH ANN, Blackpool Dee 31 Saville, Bradford 

MANKIEWICZ, FRANZ JAMES, Whitehcil ct Dec 22 Coward & Co, Mincing In 

MAUGHAN, RALPH, Jarrow, Coal Agent mv Johnson, Jarrow on Tyne 

MORGAN, Lewis JOHN, Giliingham, Dorset, Farmer Dec 30 —— & Co, Gillingham 

Noves, HABRY, Instow, Devon Decl8 Torr & Co, Bedford ro 


PAGET, Lt-Col ALBERT Epwakb SypNzY Louis, M V 0, Belgrave sq, London Dec 3b © 


Gash & Co, Finsbury cir 
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' PHILLIPS, JaMEs, Northam Farmer Dec12 WF & W Willoughby, Daventry } 
PL@ncE, ALBERT VicTOR HENRY, Bournemouth Dec 8 Thompson, Bournemouth London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Nov. 23. 


PortgeR, RospErT PERCIVAL, Queen Anne's mans, Westminster, Journalist Dec 25 | ApAms, Hewry Evsracr, Brixton rd D 
, AMS, b 3 ec 81 Mawby & Co, Queen st 
Surtres & Co, St Helen’s pl AIRRY, ISABPLLA, Kendal Der 31 Cartmel, Kendal - 





































































24, to ROSKELL, Fama, Fleetwood, Net Maker Dec 15 © C & D Forrester Addie, | “sonaoy. ARTHUR, Ludlow, Salop Dec31 Marston & Sons, Ludlew 
= Rupp, CHARUEs DUNELL, Oid Jewry, London Dec 22 Coward & Co, Mincing In aes, “Semen WILLIAM LINNEY, Birmingham De: 24 Tunbridge & Co, Bir- 
send aa BERTRAM, Streatham, Surveyor Dec 31 Sturges & Vo, Litt!e | pynson RopeRT, Carlisle Jan 1 Wright & Co. Carlisle 
am uel SAUNDERS, FRANCIS GEORGE, Thurleigh rd, Wandsworth Common, Bank Manager re Se Hay, Lancaster rd, Wimbledon Jan 7 Minchin & Co, 
thei Dee 8 Marriott & Co, St John’s hill, Battersea — . : . ‘ ~ 
me SREBORM, Fanvr, Baxton Dee 10 enet.© Co eaeter a BIE ae ee Saat ae CLARA, Braemar House, Lancaster Gate Dec 27 
. RKELTON, JAMES, eld, Miner mit ‘0, § e! . aed Gindiiens, te " — + , 
» send SMITH, SEPTIMUS WONTNER, Albion rd, Stoke Newington’ Dec 31 Crosley & Burn, piuor’ vy ay Be 4 Mission © Os, Beane my Oran 
muel qmesn, Weaase ~My Chancery In Dec 20 Mylae & C , Bedford row i ae FRANCIS, Harrow Weald, Middix Jan 81 Stevers & Co, Bondjct, 
te SereeEe Gemeet Gen Take Wiemecne Beste Galiioums a tone Salisbury sq — CHARLES BRANDON, Bombay, India Dec 31 Sanderson & Co, Queen 
li . ’ - 4 2 De : 5 ‘ictoria st 
TURNER, MARGARET RUTHERFORD, Montpelier sq Dec 25 Surtees & Co, st Helen's Pl | peany, Mary CATHERINE, Gosport, Hants Dec 81 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
mn or WALLIOH, JoHN Davip, Egypt Dec 19 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn flelis BRAMSDON, EDGAR, NEVINS, Eist Haddon, Northampton Dec 81 Bramsdon & Child 
je bts W slemew, Jane, Anghten, Loans pee £0 Mattia © On, Livenpest po . Mma. oo ee — ” 
WARREN, Rev OMAS, b per Norwoc ic inch & Co. Cannon 8 — : reeks a re ee ' ; 
efore Was, ees ANN, Blackpool ogg + > ee Bt gy nme ay LuxMoRE, Cowes, Isle of Wright Dec 31 Edmonds & Go, 
WILLIAMS, JOHN HERBERT, Ludlow, Solicitor ec ark & Co, Ludlow OCOD ERE oun scsi Se _ a s: ‘© 
2« WING, MARTHA, Elmswell, Suffolk "Dec 27 Greene & Greene, Bury St Edmund's Cc NS aa Somme, France, Merchant Dec 31 Ince & Co, St Benet 
o* ale beat § 
Woops, JoHN, Walton le Dale, Lancs, Builder Dec 22 Woodcock, Bamber Bridge COHEN, ADELATDR Rosetra, Canfield gins, South Hampstead Dec 23 Reed & Read, 
Guildhall chmbrs« 
o London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 20. CUMMING, oe py FL REN E, Barnes Dec 31 Marsden & Co, Henrietta st, 
Cavendish sq 
ADAMS, Etrz4, Rotherham. Yorks Dec1 Oxley & Coward,'Rotherham DA'LY, ReseooA MARY, Bournémonth Dec 23 Rawlins & Rawlins. Bournemonth - 
in. 1 ALBERT, ANNIE, Bewdley, Worcestershire Dec 31 Marcy & Co Bewdley DasHwoop, SOPHIA MARY, Slindon, nr Arundel Dec 22 Pitmans, Char cery In 
aims, ATKINSON, CHARLES EDWARD, Eastbourne Dec31 Coles & Co, E.wibourne | DAVIES, SARAH, Newport. Mon Jan 1 Evans & Jones, Newport, Mon : 
ors. ATKINSON, EMMA, Winsford, Chester Dec 15 Cooke & Sons, Winsford | Evans, ELIZABETH, Manchester Dec 24 barrow & Co, Manchester * 
1, to Bird, THOMAS COLERICK, Guildford Dec 38 White, Guildford | GIBBS, CATHERINE ELIZABETH EDITH, Kenninghall rd,Clapton Dec 28 Clirke & Son, 
3, to BRIERLEY, Capt HueH COLLEY, Manchester, Surveyor Jan1 Woolcott & Co, West High Wvcemhe 
‘ K , Cheshire | Gore, GEORGE EDWARD, Warwick st Dec 31 Fladgate & Co, P-il Mall 
BROOKES, Davip, West Bromwich, Staffs, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 J & L Clark, | Grerron. Horacr Epwarp, Goodmayes, Resex Dec31 Mote & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
West Bromwich | Groves, THOMAS JORN. Pres‘ov Park, Brighton Dec 31 Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd 
CATTERALL, JABEZ, Blackpool Dec 31 Harrison, Blackpool HARLOW, FREDERICK GEORGE REGINALD, Arbuthnot rd, New Cross Jan 7 Southeard, 
CHADBAND, HENRY, Warwick Dec 16 Heath & Blenkinsop, Warwick | Bishonsgate 
CLIFTON, EMMA RAD, North Malvern Dec19 Hensman, & Co, No: thampton HEATH, ALFRED CHARLES, Coniger rd, Parsons Green Dec 17 Coldham & Co, 
Dawson, MARY JANE, Bournemovth Dec 31 Kekewich & Co, Saffelk In Chancery In 
DAUBERNY, GEORGE WALTERS. Bristol Dec3l Meade-King & Co, Bristol HICKMAN, ANN, Bi'ston, Staffs Dec 22 Underhill & Co, Wolverhampton 
Popsen, HENRY HowakD, Plymonth Dec 31 Munday, Plymouth ae | HILL, FREDERICK NORMAN, Plymouth Dec 31 T & H Wolferstan, Plymouth 
Evaws, Francis, New Quay, Cardigan. Master Mariner Dec 15 Day & Wright, Bristol | Hong, SARAH JANF, Teamingtsn Dec 31 Davies, Leamington 
FarRDEN, RICHARD, Sutton Dec 24 James & Co, Coleman st HouMeEs. HANNAH, Oldham Dec 22 Robinson, Oldhrem 
Fox, WILLIAM NATHAN, Gotham, Notts,Joiner Dec 31 Day & Johnson, Nottingham Hopr, HAROLD THOMAS BERESFOED, Courtfield rd, South Kensington Dec 29 Walker 
FREELING, GEORGINA, Auriol rd, West Kensington Dec 24 Stone & Co, Bath & Co, Theohale’s rd 
GorDON, ROBERT, Finsbury st, Merchant Dec 28 Biddle & Co, Alder. anbury | Hout, JoHN, or HuGH Hovtt, Sheffield Dec 22 Lcas & Lucas, Sheffield 
Gregory, Mary Emma, Brecknock rd, Tufnell Park jec 24 Pearce & Nicholls, New | HULL, BEATRICE JEFFERY, Thringstone, Leicester Dec 8 Dewes & Musson, Ashby de 
et, Lincoln's inn / la Zouch 
HARDIN, FANNY, St Leonard's on Sea Dee 24 Meadows & Co, Hastings JACKSON, WILLIAM, Wardle, nr Rochdale, Colliery Proprietor Dec 26 Hartley & Son, 
HASLAM, NATHANIEL Barwood, nr Bolton, Labourer Jan15 Douglas Houston, Duchy | Rochdale 
of Lancaster Office, London | JENNINS, HARRIETTE GRIFFITH, Leeds Decl Kay & Armstrong, Leeds 
HEATON, Rev WILLIAM CARTLEDGB, Aberdeen pk, Highbury Dec 20 Whatley & Son, JoLt, WILLIAM, Nether, nr Barnsley Pec 31 Newman & Bond, Barnsley 
Lincoln's inn fields | KENNETT, WILLIAM, Chapel st, “lerkenwel!,Grocer Jan 3 Laytons, Budge row 
MoALLISTER, RoBERT, Barking, Essex Dec 21 Taylor & Wiseman, East st, Barking Lers, "erty, Warley, Falifax Dec 29 Boocock & Son, Halifax 
MACKENZIE, Sir Jonn WILLIAM Pitt Murk, Draycott pl, Chelsea Dec 16 Les & Pem- | [Eewis, THOMAS, Birmingham. Beer Retailer Dec 31 Reynolds & Jamez, Birmincham 
bertons, Lincoln's inn fields . LLOYD, MARTEINE KEMES ARUNDEL, Bronwydd, Cardigan Dec 24 Pennington & Son, 
MERRYWEATHER, GEORGE, Hastings Workhouse Master Dec10 Ray, Hastings Lincoln's inn fields 
MITCHELL, WILLIAM, Tavistock rd, Westbourne Park, Dairywan Dec 3 Strong & Bol- | Tucrus, KARL WILHELM, Didsbury Dec 31 Phvthian & Bland, Manchester 
den, Gracechurch st ‘ ; | MACKENZIE, Capt ALLAN KEITH, Hyde Park st Dec 31 Grover & Mills, Queen Vic- 
lay ¢  Mowvacu, €HARLEs, Westbourne ter, Hyde Park Dec 28 Montagu & Wo, Buck- | toria st 
vic lersbury : MIcHI", JANE, Drayton, Somerset Dec 22 Watte & Co, Yeovil 
lind MyTTon, AMELIA CAROLINE, Ashford, Kent Dee 15 Dowding, South sq | Peck, JAMES. Lowestoft, Coal Merchant Dec 31 Johnson & Nicholson, Lowestofc 
‘ NICHOLAS, MARY, Llangollen, Denbigh Dec 31 Ayrton & Radcliffe, Liverpool | PHILLIPS, SAMUEL CHARLES, Rrigyton Jan1 Taylor & Co, Billiter st 
Parng, CHARLFS, Worthing, Auctioneer Dec 31 Verrall & Sons, Worthing | PINKNEY, PAVID GARBUTT, Platts ln, Hampstead Dec 24 Jennings & Son, Leaden- 
PHILLIPS, SARAH ELIZABETH, Southwick, Sussex Dec 31 Mott & Son, Bedford row | hall st 
fants Pratt, JAMES, Manchester Student Dec 16 Davies, Manchester | PRESS, ANN MARIA, Lowestoft Dec 31 Johnson & Nicholson, Lowestoft 
SANDAL, Kasper, South Shields Dec 7 Tindle, South Shiclds ‘i | PRicE, MARY ANN, Waltham Cross Dec 24 Nickinson & “on, Redford sq 
Scort, ROBERT ANDERSON, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 27 Brown & Son, Newcastle | RicHaRpsoN, ROBERT BRIDGEWATER, Felton, Northumberland, Joiner Dec 29 Douglas 
upon Tyne ‘ Baek & Son, Alnwick 
re st Scorn, Lt Col. GRORGE FREDERICK, Penmaenucha,jur Dolgelley Dec 19 Thorold & Co, | SHaw, Jonn, Wil'esden In, Kilburn Dec 29 Witham & Co, Gray's inn sq 
n ct Regent s' | SMITH, SARAH FOLLOWS, Kidder inster Dec 23 Williams & Son, Birmingham 
’ SHIRLEY, ELLEN, Forest Gate, Essex Dec 20 Gedge & Co, Norfolkst | STEEL, AGNES JANE, Colinton. Mid'othian Dec 6 Bendle & Co, Carlisle 
SMITH, REBECCA MONAB, Southampton Dec 16 Wansbroughs & Co, Bristol | STERRY, ALFRED CRAWSHAY, Llandudno Dec 10 Walters & Williams, Carmarthen 
var SMITH, BENJAMIN, Lorgstowe, Cambridge, Innkeeper Dec 17 S:anley, Cambridge | SUFFIELD, THOMAS JOHN SAMUEL, Rifrdett rd, Mile End, Physician Dec 22 Ransom 
STROTHER, WALTER IRVINE, St Antes on the Sea Dec 15 Law & Stephenson, St | & Williams, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 
Annes on the Sea THORNELY, JonN, Esher, Surrey, JP Dec 25 Field & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
TASKER, ANN, Southport Nov 30 Battersby, Southport | TREGELLES. JOHN ALLEN, Hoddesdon, Herts Dec 27 Allen & Co, Eastcheap 
. TAYLOR, MARY JANE, Worthing Dee31 Blake & Co, Portsmouth | VENNER, CHARLES EDWARD SIDEBOTTOM, Stonehouse, Glos Dec 22 Tylee & Co, Essex 
ions WALLACE, IsaAIAH, Middlesbrough Dec 20 Cohen, Stockton on Tees ' . st, Strand 
, WATERLOW, CLIVE MAITLAND, Leasingham Hall, Lincs Dec 31 Peake & Co, Sleaford | Vigne. PrIscrLLa Lorp, Abbotts Ann, Southampton Jan1 Tatham & Lousada, Old 
lan WILLIAMS, JAMES ARTHUR, Manchester, Trav:lier Dec 21 Boddington & Co, Man- Broad st 
choster WALTON, HAROLD ARTHUR GORDON, Maperton House, Somerset Dec 29 Haslam & 
WILSoN, THOMAS, Liverpool, Joiner Dec 3i Innes, Manchester Sanders, Coleman*st 








“| THE LICENSES AND GENERAL 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 
ford Formerly THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED. 


24, MOoOoORGATE STHEDT, L0NYD0OW, FO. 2 
ESTABLISHED IN 890. 
4 LICENSES INSURANCE. 
= SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICH NSING MATTETRB. 
ter Upwards of 1,000 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 


»& Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licens:d Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 







application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
Be BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
§ a perfected Profit-sharing system. 






APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TuEspAY, Nov, 13. 
FIRST MEBTINGS. 


BAKER, JAMES ERNEST, Margate, Builder Nov 21 at 11 30 
Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

CROSLAND, MARY, Worcester Nov 23at12 Off Rec, 11, 
Copenhagen st, Wercester 

GLICKSMAN, HERMAN, Barrow in Furness, Lancs, Labourer 
Nov 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow jn 
Furness 

GeRDON, ABRAHAM, King Edward st, Westminster, Assist- 
ant Nov2latil1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jounson, WILLIAM Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Tobac- 
conist Nov 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hu’! 

LEVY, DAVID, Walthamstow, Tobacco Merchant Nov 22 
at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MAOCKENZI£, JOHN EDWARD, Little Clacton, Essex, 
Market Gardener Nov 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes 
st, Ipswich 

TOWNEND, WILLIAM EpWARD, Bradford, Estate Agent 
Nov 2iatll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

WrBs, ALBERT EpwarD, Boston, Lincolnshire, Foreman 
Nov 27 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4&6, West st, Boston 

WILLIAMS, OWAIN LLOYD, St Anne's on Sea Nov 21 at_11 
Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


DEAN, ALBERT, Huddersfield, Leather Merchant Hudders- 
fleld Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov9 

Dewsy, Beatrice, Rotherham, Yorks Sheffield Pet Novo 
Ord Nov 9 

EvANS, OWEN, Liverpool, late Bank Manager 
Pet Sept 4 (rd Nov9 

GOLDENBERG, Stuon, Upper st, Islington, Mantle Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Oct3 Ord Nov 10 

JouRson, WILLIAM Henry, Kingston upon Hull, 
Tobacconist Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 9 Ord 
Nov 9 

LEVY, DAVID, 


Liverpoo! 


Walthamstow, Tobacco Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 9 

PICKLES, JOHN ARTHUR, Liverpool, Newsagent 
pool Pet Nov’ Ord Nov8 

PINNEGAR WILLIAM GoorGs, Six Bells, Mon, Plumber 
Tredegar Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 

ROBINSON, FREDERICK, Darlington, Durham, Cinema 
Proprietor Stockton on Tees Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 

WILKINSON, ROBERT, Surbiten, Surrey, Barrister at Law 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Feb 24 Ord Nov 10 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


BAYLEY, SELINA THORNLEY, Leek, Staffs 
Adjud June 13, 1916 Annul Nov, 1917 


Liver- 


Macelesfield 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ABBOTT, WILLIAM, Pentre, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 14 

BAILEY, WILLIAM GLADSTONE, Selby, Yorks Fish Sales- 
man Hich Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Nov 13 

Coors, R, White Horse st, Stepney High Court Pet Oct 
20 Ord Nov 12 

HARLE, GrorGs, South Shields, Durham, Engineer 
castle upon Tyne Pet Oct 17 Ord Nov 1 

HILTeN, ELARA JANE, Canterbury Canterbury Pet Oct 
24 Ord Nov 10 

, E J, Sheffield, 

Ord Nov 12 

KAVANAGH, THOMAS, Emperor's gt, London 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 14 

REEVE, CHARLES GIFFARD, Littlehampton 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 13 

Wriisow, Hewry FAIRLIs, Feltham, Middix, Motor 
Engineer Kingston, Surrey Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 


New- 


Sheffield Pet Oct 30 
High Court 


Manager 


Brighton 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
WILLIAM GLADSTONE, Selby, Vorks, Fish 


Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Bank- 


BAILEY, 
Salesman Nov 26 at 12 

Coors, R, White Horse st, Stepney Nov 23 at 12 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st ’ 

Evans, Owen, Liverpool, Bank Manager Nov 23 at 12 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

KAVANAGH, THOMAS, Emperor's gt, London Nov 27 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PICKLES, JOHN ARTHUR, Liverpool, Newsagent Nov 23 at 
11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st. Liverpool 

PINNEGAR, WILLIAM Grogres, Six Bells, Mon, Plumber 
a 23 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
fon 

ROBINSON, FREDERICK, Darlington, Durham, Cinema 
Propietor Nov 23 at 11.30 Off Ree, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Wiia0n, HENRY FAIRLIE, Feltham. Middlesex, Foreman 
Engineer Nov 23 at 11 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ABBOTT, WILLIAM, Pentre, Glam, Collier 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov l4 
BAKER, JAMES ERNEST, Margate, 
Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 10 
FRYER, THOMAS ANDERSON, Ryton, 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 138 Ord Nov 18 
MACKINTOSH, JAMES HENRI, Bank chmbrs, Finsbury 
Park High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov 13 
WILSos, Hunry FAIRLIE, Feltham, Middlx, Motor 
Bngineer Kingston,Surrey Pet Novi12 Ord Nov 21 
ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCINDING 
ORDER. 
Cooks, RICHARD, Orpington, Kent, Builder 
Rec Ord Oct 16 Annl, Revoc, or Rese Nov 1 


Pontypridd 
Builder Canterbury 


Durham, Draper 


Croydon 





London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Gunspovurae, A, & Co, Arundel st, Strand, Merchants High 
Court Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 24 

LEE, FLORENCE MAY, Bradford Bradford Pet Nov 17 
Ord Nov 17 

PURDUE, GARFORTH HENRY, Putney Wandsworth Pet 
June 15 Ord Nov 15 

RICHARDSON, WILLIAM H&wry, Doncaster, Miner Shef- 
field Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 15 

Rock, THoMAS WILLIAM, Waterl-o, Hants, Gardener 
Portsmouth Pet Novl14 Ord Nov 14 

RooKER. WILLIAM FREDERICK YATES, Middleton in Tees- 
dale, Durham Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 17 Ord 
Novl4 

ROTHENBERG, DAVIS, Aldermanbury bidgs, Blouse Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 16 

ROWAN, JOHN J, Green st, Leicester sq High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord July 30 

STONE, BENNETT, Salford, Lancs, Munition Worker Sal- 
ford Pet Novil4 Ord Nov l4 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


ABnoTT, WILLIAM, Pentre, Glam, Collier Nov 28 at 11.15 
Off Réc, St Catherine's chmbrs, (St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

DENBY, BEATRICE, Rotherham, Yorks off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

HARLE, GEorGE, South Shields, Durham, Engineer Nov 
30at1l1 Off Rec, 21, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

PERKIN, JOHN THOMAS, Taplow, Bucks, Farmer Nov 27 
at ll 14, Bedford row 

PURDUE, GARFORTH HENRY, Putney Nov 28 at 11 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Rock, THOMAS WILLIAM, Waterloo, Hants,Gardener Nov 
29 at 12 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

ROTHENBERG, DAVIS, Aldermanbury bldgs, Blouse Manu- 
facturer Nov 30 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WARD, ALICE MARIA, Leicester Nov 27at3 Off Rec, 21 
King st, Wakefield 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


GILES, ARTHUR EDWIN, Smethwick, Stafford, Mechanic 
West Bromwich Receiving Order made under Sec 
107 (4), Bankruptcy Act, 1917 Ord Nov 15 

HARLE, GEORGE, South Shields, Durham 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 17 Ord Nov 15 

Lee, FLORENOR May, Bradford Bradford Pet Nov 17 
Ord Nov 17 

RICHARDSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Doncaster, Miner 
Sheffield Pet Nv 15 Ord Nov 15 

Rook, THOMAS WILLIAM, Waterloo, Hants 
Portamouth Pet Novl4 Ord Nov 14 

STEVENSON, MATTHEW SINCLAIR, Victoriast, Westminster 
High Court Pet July 26 Ord Nov 15 

STONE, BENNETT, Salford, Lancashire, Munition Worker 
Salford Pet Novl4 Ord Nov 14 

WARD, ALICE MARIA, Leicester Wakefield Pet Oct 25 
Ord Nov 14 


ODER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OB RESCINDING 
ORVER. 


Nov 28 at 12 


Engineer 


Gardener 


Dent, EpitH, Lymington, Hants Southampton Rec Ord 
Nov 16, 1916 Annul,iRev or Recs Uct 23, 1917 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


BRUNT, THOMAS, Rothley, Leicester, Market Gardener 
Leicester Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

CRooK, JosEPH, Bolton, Self Acter Minder Bolton 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

DENMAN, RoBERT EpWaARD, Pengam, 
Tredegar Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

DURDEY, BERTIE JOHN, Misterton, 
Horncastle Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

EDWARDS, JOHN, Llangollen, Denbigh, Carter Wrexham 
Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

GOLDSTRIN, JOSEPH, Halifax, Shirt Manufacturer Halifax 
Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 20 

JENKINS, THOMAS IDRIS, Pontycymmer, Glam, Grocer 
Cardiff Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

KING, BEATRICE MARY RogBUOK, Leeds Leeds Pet 
Nov 8 Ord Nov 19 

ROYSTON, HERBERT, Milnsbridge, Huddersfield, Weaver 
Huddersfield Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

SHELDON, CONSTANCE LILY, Moseley, Birmingham 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct12 Ord Nov19 

Srmpson, ToM FIELD, Mansfield, Notts Nottingham Pet 
Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

SMITHIES, HERBERT, Stainland, Halifax, Wool Noil 
Merchant Halifax Pet Nov 8 Ord Nov 20 

TAWIL, SELIM, West Didsbury, Manchester, Skipper 
Manchester Pet Nov6é Ord Nov 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BRANWOOD, ALFRED JAMES, Rhos on Sea, Carnarvon, 
Stock and Share Broker Nov 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Union Marine bldgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

CROOK, JOSEPH, Bolton, Self Actor Minder Dec 3 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

GunsBourG & Co, A, Arundel st, Strand, Merchants 
Dec 4at 12 Pankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

LEE, FLORENCE MAY, Bradford Dec5 at 11 off Ree, 12, 
Duke st, Bradford 

REEVE, CHARLES GIFFARD, Littlehampton Nov 30 at 2.30 
Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pl. Brighton 

RICHARDSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Doncaster, Miner Nov 30 
at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

ROOKER, WILLIAM FREDERIC YATES, Middleton in Tees- 
dale, Durham Nov 30 at 11.80 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

ROWAN, JouN J, Green st, Leicester sq Dec5at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STONE, BENNETT, Salford, Munition Worker Dec 3 at3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Mon, Grocer 


Notts, Printer 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE. — No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 

&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B, 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and 

Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration, 

File of “London Gazette” kept for free reference. By 

appointment. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA 


A SAFE COUNTRY FOR PROFITABLE INVESTMENTS, 

Possesses Vast Natural Resources, including Minerals, 

Forest Wealth and Fisheries, and presents many 

attractive Opportunities to the Capitalist and 
Investor. 

The Canadian Province for Mixed Farming, 
Stockbreeding, and Fruit Growing. 
Specimeis of Minerals, Timber, Fruits and Fi-h, and 
Maps and Photographs may be seen at the London 
Agency. 

Ful! information on application to the Agent-General 
for B.C., British Columbia House, 1 & 3, Regent Street, 
London. 8 W. 1. 




















Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MABRY, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


KHAKI OUTFITS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks & Coroners. 
93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 2. 
, 


SAVE THE GHILDREN, 
CHILDREN’S AID SOCIETY. 


President: LORD ABERDARE. 


2,000 saved from misery or 
distress yearly. 


Bankers: Messrs. BARCLAY & Co.,95, Victoria St., 8.W. 1 
Office : Victoria House, 117, Victoria Street, 8. W. 1. 


Secretary: ARTHUR J. S. MADDISON. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF,. 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists ef Invalid Preparatioas free on 


application to 
BRAND & OO. ITD ., 


Mayfair Works, Yauxhalli, 5.W. 



































M4 DAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION 
aN Baker-street Station.—The most Inexpensive, En- 
joyable and Instructive House of Entertainmentin London, 


War Maps and Relics explained ae Free Cinematograph 
Pictures. Delightful Music. Luncheons. Afternoon Teas, 
&c Admission ls, Children under 12, 6d. Open 10 4.0). 
till 10 p.m, 
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